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3. 


gj.Ti. 

HR 

cJjT W 

1. 

l?H3M3Il|Trc1 f^O 

#-37, 

3fFd 21# tciT^T 
^ ^THt-400705 
#R H. 022-2767/2735/2789 
022-2767/1865 
gadgilrm@nicilindia.com 

2. 

74-$ 4RcI)cdi' 

103 ^ qf?#T 

## ^1^ 712248, ter-fd# 



q^^IIef, HRd 

3 

i 

qi.f^. 1 

cbldi^e 7l^, 

2I#-400607, 

I 

! 

I 


f4r‘"“ 

; t^O 

Tl# #d7. 

I 

[ 

i 

i 

44 RITd, 

I 

1 

i 

1 

i 

qMH-683109, 

1 

\ 

! 

1 

qi^d, 


4. OTZntRE 

Wj. ^.c^. f^O, 7, 1E3TT ch)dchldT-700001 
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X. f^O, U'5T cl^, ^ cflt^-682031, 

FI. ftTcTT Sra ^TTRIR f^O, 8 ^ del, 9/1, 3TR.XpI. ^57J3^f 

<t5tcH<W?TT-700001 

3pT3ird^ f^O, 126, %S, #^-600006 

d, f^O, 4^-27, TltcbcT ^ftHlFn-141010, 

F5. %r'i-a7Rt f^O, 9^7 ^[%IidI-141010 

■d "TRRTT f^O, 14, 3 vW^^TS, thjn^l ^U] qi^^, dt fevfi- 

110026 

AF ^ f^O, f^47 MccRT, dM-400601 

^fyTRT i^O, 84 CffddftdT. trj^, gT^-2'i 

ri qtcM Fl.f^.. 65 STdcTra, Tltd, gi7r#-21 

■il. dlTR^ ?TdRT (^aiT del), 

rHTI ^ 7TIT 1 ^x^ie^dRcT 'i| f^ecft-110016 
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3 Tte nm^ ^ T?^frf^rq?R. 1009, ^ 5, ^ 

110008 


t^. ^ (f^ 575 

^ fJRjW 63141, 

<ScJ^'8 51369, fera^^^, 

?4t, ^.1236, 927, ^ 3 ^TFm, >kHlc| | 4> 

R'<f6Cl<J> 

f^FTT^ g?. f^., ?Nnt 3TTq^ ^ fuFTT^ 

^cHlcHvjf] ¥.f^., 22W, tcK^^Hd 2277, dMI4MI %5, 

^ ^mi^, vipT. TpJT. 

^.f^., 21-24W ^ # 115, 

1-^, f%3fr5r 110-857, *)Ri|l 

(dlc^f^mi fcf) gjT fl^). xiraf wr^f^pp^-^Trrf^, ^ ^ 

f^TPIcT 3, cilRiH-?r-^ 1348, ^f^jPPT 

«I. HlRif'l 4>n^4)c^ Wfl^, ^ 560, ^, ^nf^JI. 1«RT^ jftf^, 

^-210038 

^rfF5 tpT?^ ci)P|chd ^ 5 STR#, ^fyJiJMI, 

^ ^.^.312369 

cr. ’iM 3frf^5ffcnT^ ctjf^ct^c^ ^IH 

^ t^Plcbd chwid^ W: 1505 Tf, »i i f4^j | cj?’j | 

fcf'i^iJMd 22, ^if^f^lf^^iait, ^FT^ f^, ^ 100007 

1. f^ 3ff»1Pl4> f^. 3TN5 dHlf^JI c^Plcbd '5^, 1269 

f^PTfcFrsrart, enifciJi 5ftf^, xft^ ^^244003 

5 . %9T 

(i) ^ 

(ii) vjpHt 

(iii) ^ 'lUKiu^ 

(iv) 

(v) XiFT.XM. 

(vi) af5i%« imwm 

(vii) 3R4 W?P3?T 
(viii) 


6. ^ vicMK4)l aH-MIdchl’ tr^ cfjt ^ 9ft 3ft7 X5^ 30 

f^Nt ^ 3iH'1i vJtl'i yy-^cl chxf^ cpT xpff 2J7 | 
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7. ^ ^ TarcfjR ^ ar^sr w 

^ 3ik ^ T^tcpR TRT sn:- 

(i) ^0 ¥vjrt f^o, ^5^ 

(ii) 4o ^ TTfcFf^, 

(iii) 4o 

(iv) ^ IT^, <znw Tt^ 33^ T^T^, 

8. RnfciRdd 5M 3IW ^JtTT JR^cT ^ felTJ WT-R^?fR ^ 3r5#I R>?TT 

■W 9TT - 

(i) 4o Rnip^ %dnfc^*T ^ch'Ichi'^ ^o. fc^., ^ 

(ii) 4o ch)R^| 

(iii) sir^Ntf^g Rec^t 

9. Rrgf% wtrtR ^ ’ftrR ww c^ Tnrzi-TftET qr R^ir cp^ Wptrt 

R^nfr ^ fSRiTT 6 ( 4 ) ^ arjTTR wi ^ 33tr ir^ct Tm 

R'Wk ^ fcT^ ^ T^^cfjR R>4It T^IT 2TT Sji^T cf^t TTcJ^^nT ^Rld 

W «IT I 

10. ^ TTzNt ^ ^ Tf ^ ?mT 3iicr?ijch- ^?mfr #fiT cra> 

^ ^ vJiRq 4o ^ tt?^ ^ ^ReiiTH 

Tfin SJT I 3TT^^ ^ chl4^d oTFRT ^^HcpR gRI ^r^lRd ^ RRg'd JT^lRld 
cTFRT Tm4t 3TTg5% TR^ ^ I 'drilled ^ ^inMtzT Tr3 Tll4^Pr^ ^1 

W W t I 

11. 3TT4g^ cRn wpr4 ^ Tr>ft f^d sTRntgr ^ ti? t i jtm 

3RM flRlcr ^ Tjf 3P||irfti| ^{JrRT >dl4v^Rch ^ t 4 t I 

12. Rtr> 21.02.2011 ^ Tn 4 ^#rcF ^grmt aiRiIRrd t 4 sfl Ri'Hdil 28 

2011 ^ ^ Tt sJt I TTT4v5TRg5 '^dcll^ ^r mr ^ gT^ TTift Rd^'^ TST^ 
^ #fTT^cg5 ('Wim-y ^ 31 R 5 IR XTcT 3TTW=T) RtTE, 1997 ^ RhPT 6 ^ 
\3tr f^RjTT (6) ^ 3T^?TR WT ^ ^ fcff^ 3RJIT4gT TR^cT gR^ 

g>I 3R[^ W aiT I q«TcfjR gR !R^ f^d’ 3Rmtgd cf?t TT^t 

3R!T flcR^ TT^fgd^ gift ER^ gRlI ^ I g^ 3rg f|dg^ T^IgT^ 

^ fcT%d srWdtgdt XR f4%I, Tff^ g5t^ g^ gRT% dT 3RTR 4t fell fRIT STT I 

13. f^c1«i<S g^cfjR) % 3n4gg5 "y^cj^ '3dngg^ ^ fcl'-' JRdTgcft' W^ ^ 3TTgT^ ^ 

3I^g tcfvgr SIT I ^ fldsl^ TaTcf>r4 g^ dTcRg W gfR TTT^glf^ 




•i^l Ii I «I'N«»««>| 


-H* • 


’ 1 "' 'TfB"!W'’^T‘ ' 


It Ii 


kIUMI* il- ' 
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tf 5 T 5 ^ ^ ’ft w w arr I 3 ?t^^ ^ ^ arm 

TTf^ w^ ^ ^rf^ ^(ciR<w wr ift 3RH wn sn i 

14. SRT JR^ ^ 3mil^<H 3Rr f^d4.d MliKbR'f ^ viMd&l ’T? ^ 3jk 

>Hl4y|pl4j ft ^ ’ll? ^ I f^d4<g M4l4>lft ^ STWnft^ ^ ^3^ JR^ ^Rft 
^ ^Rjft<r wr ’FIT 2IT I ^ jrf^ ^ ftKT’T 3rFn?T ^ 3Tfftf^ arrarft 
<Hi4v»lfft<4T TT^TfR ft ’T^ ft I sft^ ^ ^ 41^ ft'clfftcT 3TT^ ^FTT 

WTW7 3IT^, ^ ^I^ ftPT ft 3TFIT^ ^ fiRIT 3nfft fttft 3F^ 3TT^ ’TT’R# ’T? 
3TTft^ ^ ift T3^ ^Rft ^ ’FltRI WT ftft ^ 3F^ fBd4«£[ 

^514^ ^ OTcTai TR ft 3fk 'dl4v»lPl<1> ^m?cT ft ^ ’Tq ft I 

15. f^Rad 3TFnft?rft ft ’n ft flcra^ dw ^ ^sdTTddft 

^ fftgrft xjft ^ 3T’'dTftdfti ^ ylcif^«!ji3ff dft ^ dft ’ift «ft aft? dn^gcRi 

ffte[f?w dRft ^ dd q? tftdT? fftFIT ’TdT ft I 4^ ?t^ ft tftdl^ q^rajlft ft 

arqft arwii^dd 5R^ ft, ard: ^ fftdd^ qeiw? ^ RRite ^tt ft 

did fftdT fftftftr cFIT ddft ^dT’d ftlft dlft ^ q? viq^dri ?51cft ?? fftdR 
f^>dT ’T’lT ft I 

^#’1 ?Rn aF?I Qldel<£i q«c|5Tft cfe fftrlR 
auftdtB 

16. q? ^sdrid" fftRT q? ?5ftqFi ^ fftnj arrftdq q?^ ’TdT ft, ^ RTTdd ftM?T- 

13 dT 6 ftftM ft fftiwT siTw wftq qrffftqr w?, ^ (TRi^^arR, «^di#3 

?q5, di^g^ci ?q? dan ai’d ^ andiRd iflP'ichl ^ 

ft?TTdd ft ^ ft, fftlWI qfttd ?4^ dduftr ^ fMftdW ft fttdT ft I 

17. q?g ^ cftd aft? vJdlldch ft q?^ ddddd ft fto tJdaft?ftaTTfttTcT dd fft??TT 50% ft aifftd? 
ft ^ ^'df^ ft 5r5^ vJdTIddJ ft I 

18. dnftt aidift ft’TT?cftd dran? ft WTTd dd aiFiTd ftt ??r ft aft? f^fft’d fttdf ft fd^ 
qjdd dd ^ddT ffftl?RT ft I dTSd ?tdaft dIHift dd sftd fttft dlfcT^ ft fftdT ’TdT ft:- 


f^dyoi 

»inqcn i 

qiHdl 2 

J^iilftd 4?r 

di4<in aft?ft^ 

T4ld d'dl dj'iRdI 


aTd?d,2004 

vicll4,2007 


vjHd^,03-R'd^,03 

;dftcT-2006, dr4,2007 

aidRn ^cd;; 

8 aTftcr,2005 

28 '+>'{c|ft,2008 


7 v^cHI^, 2005 

5 d|, 2008 

Pll^ddlrHcP) ^cd^ 

16 3|JKd,2005, . . 

.1 aid^«l'{,2008 
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ftlMl5g<?eb 

7 '^cITft,2005 

12 M*4-I,2008 

^!TST 71SI 

816-840 api.xftf. 5lfft 

ftt.w 

10.35 Tjom.! yfft 

Mjt. 

Mm 

’ift, 2010 MX{X8ail>^ 

amw, 2010 (iMtanft 

vjrfxi arsfft 

arft^.og ft M,io 

3lftR,09 ft mft.io 


19. SRI ?35T cl^ ^ ^ai 2000-01 ^ 2010-11 (fel^ZOlO) ^ aTRIcI 

5rf^ ^ ^ 2003 ^ v3chi< 1 ^ MIC'I R>i|| ufT ^ ^ I 

^ ^ ■»TFT^ t fwPlir SRI ^ ^ JUfllgRuff ^ SlfcT R;jc!fiu| 

^ t afk f^f^FT 137^ W wfmt ^ TTJ sqt ^ S?lf^ 

STcIT f^"'JU| t I aif^f^cKI cRR ^ ^ 51^ c^ Tf ^ 

IcT^ eliyjcn ^ t sfF vjlTrTchut ISlf^raRW ^ ^ RIT t vSlt 

^iRf-cn^ Wi ^ t I 

20. arr^ssj % sm f^iii ^ ^ aiRiT?! ^ 3jPiqi4d: 13 # sr ^ 

vjfNr ^ 3Tsflr ^ aicT cT^ ^ ^ gt t i ^iRic^ichdl ^ t MM 

SRT f^ ^ cT^ ^ arg^TR ^ ^ ai'icp-^l XR 3Rrn ^ Mrr w 

wm t I wt ^ <i4rh ^ anw ^ ^ 

ailciW ^ Rjill vIFTT ^ I MlCdylvft cinj^ ^ qiqv^q §Tf^ aisf?t ^ 4t'^M 'Mq<S 
^ ^ 3IPIRT ^ 3TWTW. efts afF aiRlM ^ gf t I 

21. ^ ssn <*>t%ii ^ arrsTcff sr rpj, WFft?ft ^ cperi s<f 2008-09 ft arrsmt ft 
fMss an^ sft I SF fftw: arRn^ sft sft afF sk ^ sftt ft aiHUeT ft vTsid'i 

22. ftr ^TFeSXJ^ ^Pjsfgfts MdHlJhJH gx^ Mrft aTTSTeft ft ^ ff I ft # {S>) SSR 

'dl^^lftci^H eft Iftfts ftfter eTSIT {^) SMR ft f^^eft mRumi^wIoM 

fftebRid M afFftF ft WITS efft ftFi ft aiesM fftws arr^ l 

23. sftRST (^^ftNft) 4 ftRsi ft 6 ftftM SS k!4>Eld WITSST ft I 6 xftifjftt eft 

WTTSS eft 6 #M ft^ WlRl^ wrsftt ^ WT ft 4-X^^lftftl aiftlftfS ftfelT ft I 

cftcfttftftl ^ xTRf 4-xjfttftftT ^ x3c4iS3 ftg anrftl ^sr sftf ft i w^ftnMr ftF ft ^ 
T'flisftr S>T ^ WTTSST ft vft eft^ 6 ftPM cRir 4-X’^ftti:j ^ WEST ft WTR ft I 
s? eh *4^1 xjST arjnftt wtfsst (xf^Mrt) srt ftfts^KT wttst ^ 

WERPT x^ Tiftm arftMr ft ftfts wftt ^ xr x^ ^ cm^ fcTcrrs ft ?nfftH ft l 

^ aiftf^ STXSTR ft fftsftt S cFR XRft XR -dl^HlAeftH ft STXiTR fttfftftf ftSR 

sft ft I ^ Mr ft ft ^eftcM C^ ^SI ^ STSW sft ft fftRlft 

TTF^ftlft^ 4-'q^tfttxx cR cfR cftcftftFft sft WSft anxjf^ cpftin CTSIT 6 

xftxftftt cpT Xjeqrss SR X373sft aiTxjfft ftf?^ ^ ft Xfn^ftfft^ d^n ftcftxMt eft 
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qRn ^ wi 5 i: araraR^ 
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^ ^ cue'll I ^ viCT?i<a ^ 2008-09 ^ 

g>t ^#5? ^ ^ W t I 5RI TR g5t 

4-X?MTf ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ Wfr^ ^ ’TRtftTI ^ 4- 

^ ^ %, <j>ef>41-ift gjt ^ ^ 3ifli^ t I e^M# gJT 

Wm 7000-8000 ’ft. ^ 8IT I chlR^I^ WFjlR ^ ’TFT ^ cTWT 50% 3TFn«I % 

r^4l( ^ ^ ^ I 3RT: cpep'ft'rfi gRI cI’FFT 4000 ’ft. 'S’T '^1^ ’TFT ^ ^ 

vjinfl ^ I ’ftvJ^T 5i*iai ^ §'ti'll 4§d ^ «)Nvjj<; «p*4*ft ft 3TTft 3ftT STfft^ 

r^'Wi'< <nqci gtftt ’TSff ^ 'ti^Vl ^ cpk“i cfSTT v5cii<<<t>I ^ «imi’< 

4T?7^?3ft ^ I 

24. 1ft^ ^ ^iR-iJI^ g^3T! Wf W’tM ^ «llc|v>l<i 3I??Tfft^ gft’T^T 31^ m 

% I 

25. ^ftRFT ’T^ ^ mRuih aft? 3TftRg)T 9nfftcT ^ ft 

\3cM[ci ^ ’fl’T ft 3 )?oR 1«P Pl'IMci ^ ^ ft ^3TT I ^Rcicp 'H+likI ^ ^ 41^ ftt 
Clilft ^ siivjiK ft ft4t ft ’TT^ftt’7 «IIM|I'< ’T'jf^ ft I a«J'< 3^7 

T3^ XRfrRnj?FT 51^ H<wRld ^JEFTT ft ^ 451 'dc|jd4> ft I 

qRu ii H'W^ 3iftra5TRra5 vJcMKch ’n^ftFr wt^^ sft? 3TTgjfft?T ftt ^ ft i 
arfftR^, jj i Ri<h i 4>dI ft fftftg’T fftj’iT ft fft> ^ran ^ 4Mrft ft mft ^ Rrat^ ft 

3TTft ft 3^7 mRuih'W'W ^ RratcT gRft ftkrft ft?fr ft ft^^-i3 ^ 

OHd ft Rl^Nd 3ITft ft fftRrft vJcMlc;«f>i gft «1'(^ ’{jfti ft <|f^ ^ ft I 3Td': ^’ft ^RcT^ 
TJ^>JTr^ R<DcH ’T^ ft ^FT JFnfftw qi'Jtift ft 3T’Tft ft ^ I ft?fT ftt 

^ivitK fttft ^ cPITW ’TT^ ^ HffiT f^iJI ’TZIT 3jt^ ^Tlft ’TTST ft 3||4||d ft ^ ’ift I 

26. cblR-MI ft STTmcfr ^ cTT’J, ft ^ d^TI ^«TT ^ ?Tg TTlfftgFft 

gRi Hfe^ i dR i ^rftlrm ft PiyiRd Wft wt ftfttfft?! w’rft^ ^ccp ftr ftm ^ 

3Tcffft ft erfft ft ^FT ^FlT I 3TtT: vjftt’T ft cpqcl 3)'j^Rd 5Tfft ^ 

ft^RT cT^ ^flRFI ft srfftftqtri ST^ft^T ^Rft ^ ^ft’TT’T ^fttWI ^lRl<r>l gFl? ftt 
ft I 4^g?T: ^3€ffT f^lfft ft ftft wftcT ajT fft ^ ftt «lfft ft ft?ft 

xiMdN ftg w ’Tftt ft sfk vjm 4**^ f^rfft ^ wrm^ ^Rft ft 1^ ^srefFr ft 
ftt Hg l P l ^^ I tt) (WtifFT) ftt ^^W fftm ft fft IlftcJ, glTI RT^’tM ft 
ari^-ftMui ^ uRuih'M'W st’jRtt stRi ftt fttR cT^ ftt ftt ’tfi ftt ^ ^ 

ft I 

27. e)iR|cr)|cr)dt ft fftft^ fftziT ft fft ^ vJdliq 'fl^cKT-IS ft fft^ 3Tft^f?T ^ftfftT ’THRftt 

4 T?ftt#T f I ftlR^i i j RRftdl gRT 3Tftf^ 4. Tjfttft^ ft MRT fft^ vSITR ft ftt 
M i eHM TTTfftp^ 5RI fft’? ’R ft arjRY arstcziT^ ft i 

3iR i R4d ftft WWR gRI 3TRft ^ ^jftt’T ftt fftft^T Wi gFlftft ^ (SIRl^H^) 
3rrl^ ftft fftftR TTRIftT ift araRIST ftRTIFT TfgT’T fft^ ^ ft I ft? fft^IT ^ fft 
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^ 13 ^ ^ ^ W crw W 42.70 ^ ^ 

f^. t viiwl^ c^lRiir ^ ^ 10.35 w 5lf% tel. Rr£lf% 

ter fRT t I f?T Hte ^ 3icR chlR^I cfTt WT^iTY 3TsJc4c|>fan <f>\ ^ 3^^ te 
^ t vif^ 4 te ^ ^ W t afR 4 

^ teRT 13 ^ ^;cSJteT ^ 3Tte t I 

28. ’rm ^f cwR^icb ^ Fiter nte ^ p^iteicp % ^ ^ ctpj Titesft ^ 

aifclte 'iWlMlil cTTPr te ^ telf^ cf^t t I '»TR^ TTWR ^ ^ ttei^ ^ 

'M|«^7|'< l^zn 3ltY TlC’l'^^ ^c<D '% TTM ^wflTRI ^c<^> cFIPTI I 31^: cpg^l ^Idcl % 

1 % ^ cPinj w f I 

29. ^grlterte ^ Rite ten 11% ten ^nrltei ^ te c^ w 

3jtte t I ^ 3Ejnf% t i n<a^ w^ teft 

m ^ 3jcd^ ^ Hff ten wn t i ^nrftetet sri 

vJH^R ^ TR£I ^ eTRT xdOU^ tjtt ipf c^ ^JfR 

(^/M'ti'^/^^2/nn 'Fn?^ f^nr nm ^ ^itr vjxm nr Iten m^k %, ^ 
t:- 

- ^ ^ ^ ihi4<^i^ ^ wf^-wsf ^s^wnr ^ 3/^^ 

jm fv ^ I cte ¥f ^ ^ sff / 

^75^: ufgf <T^ uif^ ^ ?i#Ef t, "^siteT ^ 'Snn^ ^ ^f^jRFT 

gM wM ^ ^ 27F Tter ten sn te 3fMRf 4 wifcRn 

^ §i 3ff I 

30. iiiRicr)icr>dI % c^qci Rqi'iitTl'i Niciiq ^ Tintei nT^'Rn’ nn: smcn. x3?nRn, 

nrar f^ratn), nr^ "Ernra, n^tei, cim/6iPi, ^ejir 1%mT snf^ ^ 

Tra?i ^ tem 1997 ^ tenr 7 ^ stjttr ntnterar nn ^rnr f^^n ^ l 

^ ftet iff ^jw ^ Tte ^ tetenr nn ^ ten t ^ ^ite 
^ nt t ^ te iiiRichichdl % 'Hi4dPi<t> w ^ v3Md^ nRPn 
t I mftecTRKrf % Rter ten t f^ inteminf ^3iitn ^ Ti 4 «i mr^rte 
i> ^ 33cqK nn 'te cjjcRnn n^mte te i nstet sri ^ c^ 
MRuiiH'M'hM teft ^ ncn^ tei te ^ Rrtest t - n?en, ^ hpt^ if 

cf)cici 'iTgj ijiRicT>icf7cil fuRTcpn nnn^ n? Ftm Tte nsrcnr^ ^ wR 

dixwf^ch wim ^ vTR^ I ^TRi, nRn ^ ter siR nnnten ^ Rt ^nrtfrn 

^MR ^ 3iR 'eRc^ ^3te 4^ ttri nteiErf f dfan ate te oun^ 

^ 4 tfrr ^ tej nRn^ n?! tertei wmifte’ "gtr^iR yi^i ^rR nn ^ 

iRiRT nte f I ^ ^j^RT c^ ^ ^ ^ te nnten nite ^ 
^R ^ Ridct ^ xt^ddi nn^ nR '^cntfl ^ - f^Rt ^ amf^l R nnn nn nnRi 
cfR 7 ^ f afR te "3^ nte ^ ten te n^ ar>ft ift 


.<>Kf« r . :i : fiF#H^H It 1 l hDH^M 


Twmr^“ 



II—3(i)] W ^ WI^ : aroraiT"! 9 

aprf^TF t I ^ ^ ^;ert ^ ^?Mt. jR^ra? wirt^ ^ ^ v3ih<*>i^ 
f*RT vimj^ % Tj^ ^ ^3^ Jim gftw ^ sJt arafcr w ^ Mfciwra41 ^ 

^ f5RT ^r srf^ m ^ smm vIM^ ^ 

^ ^ (f^TH^ uRi'wyi ^ nm jmm ^i^^it) i v3^ 

STTjJ^gRrfsrf ^ cTFRf ^ if 3Prft ^ W W vinpiT fyRT^r ^ 

^ in4t wfeit ^ ^ wm i ^3?qT^ 

^ aiflRpm iTR?ft^ xj?n^ ?i^if ^ cfiM^R i- ^ fJm 

% \3iMI<<t)'f ^ B5r^ ^ WS? 4lvil^|li tm ^ (vjfH^ ^ 3im 

t) I ’TRW if wr Twrftw WR^ W5T nwRT WR ^ ^TR^ w?qiw^ 

*ffv^ WWIT^ ^ WRWf^ RaricW ^ if f^RWWRW M!H<t»l^ 

w€f t, ^ M ^ I ^53r. w^mtwwi wwnw 

^ PfcRqwf WR ^ f 3lk ^ ^ ^tww Rtl!'<u| ww^ 

f# cznwwite ^;ert t i ^ ^ t ?ff wrfwwT W5t 3nT% uRi'W^I ^ 
STRTSJI vi^iA ^ 'WWTTW W>T WWIT^^ ^ 'tiw if 3IT?W^^RWW> ®5FTR ^[WWT 
mRT I 

31. witeraRit ww wm t % ^sft^ wfif^f^^ncTw if ^ ^ wttpftwwT ^ ^ 

3TT^wgif wff 3Tf^ aff afr? wrtei if ^ wt ^ ^ ^ % 

arafw an^ wff c^Pi4f w5t wrf^ Mt ^ aft I WcNrt wptctt ^ ^Rrm watw ^ ^ if 
’fMtarwT wjf wfwwr %. www wtr if ift % wj’ft ift vjtm<4<iR Twiftw «twwi- 
vddJlH ’TTWT ?RlTf^ W5T ^cimi t I WTW^ W>ft iTR^ftW SlfcRqfM 

^ gciw Tiw (wrf^ w?f ^?3WT t wr w? aifw^ wwnw^ erwwiaft. flg5t jttwt. wnww 
?WTlt^ ^ W>rt affw JURT wif ^ WWiWT t I ifNHTW WTfW amWI WT #gfeWT W 

^ WRpft ’ft ddn^UR flWWT, 1^ WraT ?Rnf^ ^ JIRT WR W^ntt # I crlH«Hf'H. 

■wtgfen ^ -m^ if ^ mww 3RW wiK^ ^ fifcn 

7?Tm ’ft 3Rr SIPTR ^ wrai f%cTT w t 1 

32. wrf^wjiwRrf % #T ^ ^ wrmf aft? #t Rmf if ’TiftW wft i wTf%w>raRtf 

ft 3Nft q reHftfcfl wif^wnaft ft fw ^j^wraff ft ft wft ww w# fWr i wrftwnwRit «pt 
ftwT wiwT PiR®c qrfftwwft sri ^ftt^R/jjFW f^wr ’iwr i ftftt f^ffft ^ araftw wtqrw wif^ww ft 
aiw f?T ^rRT m 5iw>ww WRft ft qiwftftftt Iftfft^ jnfftwqft wif^^raiwt ^ wrft wft 
qfft^cTW: q’wf^ ^ftri i 

33. ITRWI ft ?nTTftt^ ^ ftftw ft WTfxRfjTWJrTf ft fft^ t % 

ftftftt ftWcT ft WW f^WR qft 3RfttWjR fft5WT t f^Rlft ai^cj 5.1 ^ afwftw wftRW ftt^RT wft 
^nfftcT ^ wft cTP; fftniT w an I 


2092 GI/11—2 
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34. ^ t f^^cbi 33 ^ cifrt ^ 

+i1'^<5l vjcHK’l «t1*1dl ^ cr>'<’1l «((icfl *lio ^ ^ ^ fcHJ §TH?TT 

ffm\ t 1 

35. -!JlRl<t>t<t>di SrarfcT 3fr ^ 3TTt tTH ^ RPIhI^i ^ 

^ t fyRT^ ^ 247 cF?t^ ^ ai^HlPld cZRl ift XJcRi-ia ^ 14,000 

vJcMIc^'l ^ ^ I Rdid? 30 31^, 2011 ST^^TR 90.48 ^ 

ddd4<€;dl t 3fk 30.4.2011 ^ 45.96 WTXJ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

qfMuFTT ^ hM, 2012 ^ 3T^ 2012 ^ vJdlKH ^ RRI t I "OXt ^ 

viTT^ ^ m 6zf(^ ^ ^?Tm ^ XRM XR^cT WT t f^RT^T 

^ M^lfilld t 3I^tR 2012 ^ X3cqi^ ^ XilHT ^ t | ^ ^ ^ XI^ffRI 
^RT RFTcT cl-yichK ^ ift x?^ XRM ^ fJfR W t sftxT ^ XR^cT W t I 

36. Pi^idcb!' ^ xft XTcRl - 13 c^ RRJTcT 3ik HR ^f ^ 3IR HR^ftH 

dc^ldchl' ^ RT5I dcMIdH RHHT ^ ^ ^ XRRH ^ ^1 xft x^ - 13 ^ 3jk 

RHlf^ HR H5t XJH ^ fclWlRd RHR XRjt^d I 

37. I^RcTR ^ cpqit ^ 30 WI Xlf^ 1%RT cffT ^^x^HcR RRcT ^ I 30%^ % 

RHsJh if RR?1 i{ 3TTTM HR XR^ t I STRTcIT, Hlfclchlcbd^ 

f^VcIKl t % XjR ^ XJcp HR HTX3TR Tf 3Tf^ RRR ^ ^1 ^ RTXRT cTH rI^RcW RRR 

^ ^ RRcT ^ Sirxnft | 

38. 3IFt f^RRRR ^ 3TRT?fr ^ Xjf^ Xff^?rf ^1 ^ i 

HTfcTcRcF^df ^ cild 31Hf^ fc^ ^?5ftHR ^ecn cfJT ST^^ET f^RT ^ dll^ 3TRT?r 

xrfcRHXjf ^cF?IHc«ir cfR% A ^ I 

39. TlHRiXiR HtXjRT Tjot WT XRTRH c|R^ ^ 3T1H?HHRT H# t XilH WlHR 

cRTXt tp;! ^ I ;3^Tj c|^ 1-;^ cffl RHRRr HRRT XR^d cfR^ cf^t snR^HWT t 

f^RRi ^^f^ WRR RHRT XJfRTT t dl X5#H RdddcW RHRldR H?t 'gdR 

ddT% 4 Hdd I 

40. Hd dd> ddl ?Rd ^Vll 1% HrRflR 'ddOHRl X^ 4o RH-Tl 

fvRRJ HR! 'HRd 3fk HRd x^ dRT xjdTRd t I 4lRl4>tchd’i ddRT t ^0 cfERI^H 

d 31"?RRfl dk HH ^THdT XJdTTdd ^RTptd 1%dT t dflx fHT% 3TH^ ^ cf^ ijR 

dR^ ^h f?xr; ?TRH x^ HTBd ^ vXdTTdd ^f^3Tf t xTRlft ^ SITp d>t t I xhI^ ddl l dd 

f^RT O'T! dt dMt ^ ^ d?t dHR HRT dd x3XHTdd dR ^ I ^dd 

xfdqv. If i-inidfcd Hit arjHf^rf^ ntdR? drraTdt d^t hr t d-dlf^ xsftxg^ ^ 

dltdf# H d^RR f^ffcT snxpft I 




|ll’f|l«#^'iw lf^!< ■!! M 
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41. ^3^ f^PlH^ui 4o ^ vJc*JI4H ^ ^ t ^ SRI 4 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3TRRr ^ ^ t I ^ ^ *^141!^^ell ^T 4 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TRra 311^ >3^ ^ ^ 

^RsihT ■*nj t I 

42. i||R|<t>l4jdy % t Sn^ ^ ^ <^I?)4HI eWr ^>^#1 WT ^ 'i4q<^T 

4^ ^ 3jW 3IFncT ^ 2009-10 eiaiT 2010-11 ^ 3TRIeT ^T ^f)^ W t ^ 

BiTc=r£I ^ ^ I ’frf^ ■'5^141^ ^ wr I^d4^ mH4>K'l' SRI 3flf^ ^ ^ ^ 

^rsPTT sn I 4 i rc i ct>i4> ’ d f % ^cirai t ^ arpirar ^ iTRd ^ f^^^Risih 

^ arraiel ^TTcJ^ 45^ ^ ^ yft^ ^ 3lle|!f4ehdl # I 

43. nlRaeh '^441^ ^ WI ^ d4> ^ an iJ|R|4>|4jdl % ^0 SRI ^ 

7F? STRIefr f? ^ 1^ sr^ner M4f?ld f alk SIPIKff 4^ 4>t cpt? 

^M-dJ I dd l ^ ^ I 3TFt W t % 1J4> 4R ^ ^ 3JRnd ^ ^ t 3TRncft 

f>r'(I43 Mdf?ld ft t I f^d45g 44I4>R')' ^ 3TRTeTf ^ RRMd He{f?ld 1^ 4T^ TIT^ ift JRJcI 

t I 4 ! R|et> | chdt % WdRn t ^ 5RgfcRlT de^'d'JId ^ t cMIRi ^TRIel ^ ^ || t ^ 
^cf 3TFrRT ^ ci’l'^crti ^ 311^5% vjft% vjfFJ ^ ^eJI^ 'Jtl'^ I 

44. vieMIdd ^ ^ 4^^ 2000-01 ^ 2010-11 ^ 3I4f^ ^ 3TFneTt ^1 I 

aiRTcft ^ ^ wtn 4^ wfci ^ ^ t I 45 t 4r5rR ^ ^ ^isr t 

3n4m # 3rf^ 4 ^ ^4^ ft t I ^ 4^441 dMdlRldl ^ Rknc 3TTt I 

SmdT wfm 41? f5RT43 ^ ^r f^4RT#T ^344 ^ ^ ^ ffe ^ 414^ 3nt %\ 

45. 4^ ^?lt4 4^ o!|m4> ai^ 4FT ^ 4T4^ 3R^ deMIdd 4>T f^t4fcT 4R^ 4TS4 

fchqi 4IT ^ t I ^ Rqla 4^n4 44 4PT^ 4tf t 4^ 4^ vitiVi ^ 4TE44jR 

t ^ ^ WIT4 ^ ddIdR f^I 34414 4R ^ t I 4«TcPT^ gRI 4? 44i W t 

4? l?4j ^ 4T4?rT t 4^ 4lfr4 f%455 45^ ^ t I 41 Rl 4)1454f % 44T4T t % 
4^ \3eqT4 4)T Rratd 44^ ^ 45t44 4? 4R ^ t # 4F 4PTP4 f^Tf^ ^ 4^41407^1 W^ 
4R t 1 f4 4^ 3n4rat 45T TJ4)4T4 4)R4 4R 4)t44 ?t4T t, 4lR|ehl4)df 4^ 4TyTR 
^ 314^ ^r?>IT4 ^ 4T4 4141 4R^ ^ 3RI4^ 4?T t sfk 54f^ RdKItfld ^3e4T4 44 McI 

cf54% c^ 4TE4 f3IT t I 4lfcl4)l4)'dl % 314^ 41% ^ 44^ % 444)t 4%^ f%4)t sjk Pidfd 4)l44 

?r4T 3TT4Rr ^ e^lRqit 4^ ct)1*lel 4T 3IT4)% JRfeT f%4T f | 

.46. f%%4 4R 0444444 XI4 3114 3nft ift ^ % 4^ 4R ^ 454 t I 4? 4 - 6 4%! % 

3lf%45 4% cTFTrr 47 454 ^ 4)4 10 wRl^ld 445 ^ ^ETR c^ 4T44J5 f34 t I 

47. 4%c| 41lt4 4>T 4c4T44 4% 2009-10 445 44 7?T 4T, % 44c% 4T4 RRI44 34 4^ I 4%cJ^ 

^#4 % 4^ ft 4T4 ^ f4 314%^ 5I44T % ^ 4% I ?7T^ 4T47J4 414 %4I % ^3c4T4 ^ 
4t4 ^ ^ t, 3r4%t «I44T 44 ^ vJHdVl ^7% % 3RI4^ 

7?T 24 I ■?7T^ 34% ?TofTf%5 §Tf% 4% 3T4f% % 4^ f%f%54t % ft ^ <?if%’'1 4? '374744 77R 
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^ g>JI ^ I TEI^ Wm ^ 3lf^ HTSIT ^ 

^ arqit aRnrshn «Pt ^ ^ ^ ttpt ^ Pi^jid ?t?2t 

^<iTT % i ^ Tirg' vjc^<a 1%TT TTT ^ v5€jVl gRI f%^4II 'jfHT H'd'^ ^ 

^ ^TOJcIT Slf^ t I 

48. ^ iJ|Rl4>|chTlj f^dKItSlH ^3?TK ^ WIKT ^ dM^Vl 

t, ^ ^ 2007-08 ^ 2010-11 (f^W7 m>) vJdlKH wt ^ ^ «ri% 

T? 5r?^ 3ira^ % ^ W ^TWT t I 

49. 3iFiRfr qfw gft»RT (^) gft #7 {^) wTt ^ 

dcMKH cTPlcT ^ ^ t I 3IFIRfr ^ f^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^fT^cf 

^ ^^fRT ^ 318^1 ^ ^ 3[?T t I 

50. ^lR|chl4>dI ^ WcTRIT t % ^ f? 3IDIRff cfjT TTm ’TT?cT ^T ^ (tJT 3Tt 

# 3TTt ^ IRI) Slf^'RcW «rPRTT ^ cJlfDlf^ch'iui ^ | jrsTlTd: 3nWr Tf 

■4‘(^d^l, xicMKch aiRiRcki ?TW3ff ^ Wl^TcT ^TTc^t t, Wm 

^ I 3fR ^ 'icMI^cb ^ ^ WMR ^ t cfi cT^ ^TT^RT: Wf5t t I ^ 

3l\ ^ 3TTf 3T<^ cfWT 247 ^ ^57 ^ t I gRT cf^ 

X3fT^t |T^3lt^3n|xj^^ 31^ 1000 cijf^diil ^ 3#^ ^ ^?tX3PTR «THcIT t I 
?=T RfM g5T H?cgxj4 ^rm TRsnrt ^ 3 it?tt t i ^ wr xjg ^ujxiR tr anTRit 
^r ^ ^fjRDT wlci^d Firm t?% ^ ^jmrgTT t i 

51. ^ SRTRIT t 1% Ttr x^ 3TPjf^ 3T^ t I ^ t % 

Ptilld ^ ^ arftPT ^ 3trPf?T 3TFncT ^ 87^ HIT c^ 

TXiFTT ^ T5l^ ^ ^mflxj | 3TRI ^^\i<^^ vidllcjchi ^ W viMcH^ aTHdT (g^HM XJg 
R'Wk) xr gR^r ^ M?dld ^ 3ITt c^ X|Rf ^ ^ TtT X^ 3TTXJ^ ^T cf^ 

3RR t I RM'^d ^ 317^ ^ XS^fpT ^ Slf^T^ t I 

52. 3fg^ Xj^r ^ t I 51^ cfRT XR 4^ fX[ 3nwf cfT cPTRTR 

^ ^ WRI tllddM T[e3P^ ^ cPTT% c^ 4Tg ift vicMKd, STW XTtRftT, ^ xR 3rm 

3fR w^t xrar? ^ ■gsTR ^ x{^ t I fctt^ft xjcqigcf^r srt wwiRd cft cf?^ ^ f!i^ 
Vjd71d4>i ^ XTRT gcf^T ^ ^ PmeM T^dT^Juj v3dlldd 5FmT3Tf c^ 4T^ X3#^ gRT 

ItRdlRd ^ 4)lHd'j c^ 4Tg^ 3TFim 3ik 3lf^ 4^ f I 3TRTKT ^ ^ 3jl4ld1i ^ ^TXTTR 
1%^ ^ ^ ^ t 3t*t7 c^ sfMR RRIT^ 30^ t I XJ^ftT c^ ^MR 

flRRl Tf Rl'flcJc 3IT^ ^ 'd£lVl ^ v5d7ldd 3fR aTHdT vS^^Vl tR XlfcT^ R^T W t I 
3JRXR T? t Xjdtr ^ 3mTTTf c^ cfjRXii ^ ^ ^ # I 

53. TrftTcRcfKft % gRTT %n t f^ ff cfXt ^ c^ STcTTcIT 

X^- 13 ^ ^ fXJ 3 TRncT ^ xyefTR cf^ f^TRfcrfed cfXRcf^ c^ gRT XfSnf^fd 

W t: 




[«7PT II—13^3(0 ] 




13 


(^) jraf^ ^ ift aiwif^ci ^ ^ 

g^NcI 3fcR^ 3iflm> % I 

(^) >3?TT^ g^nft 3l'HM^<kl «Rm f I ^jROT vJcMIdib ^ 

3Tf^ ^hrif^ 3if^R«w ^ ticrm ^ t i 

(Tf) cTsn ^tR^nf ^ ^ ?r^ >3cqT^ ^en^ iicfFT 

^ ^ t I WR «^tRiIl4 WT^: '»TR#^ 3^7% Ml^RRliili’ ^ 

RTW I 

(^) ^Rijcf) ^ ^RRt ^ ^RcJ<t> ^RTR CFTRTR ^ ^ t, vjr?% ’TR^ftTI 

oqm ci>r7>t t I xj^ sri wtRri wr % ^ 

^ ^ iRlcI ^<TT t I ^R^IR^'M^M ^TR^ WPSIR n3cMI< 4^ ^ cTHTcIR cTITO ^ 
v5Tt ^ t I 

54. '«Sllm<!4 ^ cTPJ^ <!f»iHI 'tll4\JlRt«R ^ % I ^ ^ 311^ \JH*l'|cK1l3ft ^ feTJ v^cr> 

315^ ciMia cl?^ 'T^ «niai ^ I 6 - ^ ^ ^ ^ M^'isl OMd ^RR 'deiVl ^gPTT ^ Weft % I 6 - 
ftt ^ ^ ^ RFRT ^RR .^3^ ^ ^ 1 jrfcl^RI ^ WWI t I R^ft ’ft eRF 

^ mRcDcMHI ^ ^ ^ 3imR ^ t R> mRuIIH'M'W 3ft\ ^^STftTR W XR 

3ft # 3n# XTR 3Rit «l<il<^’ll I XR 3ft # 3nt XJR 'diJ’ft<WI3ft ^ 3lRlRckl ^TvSTR 
^ ddRi ^R ^ ^ I q<^*m *il*ici ft ’WfttR RPJ^ ciR^ PlH ^3RRt 'ft 'fii<J\jiPicr) f^ci ft 
^RT I 

55. vjeHi<< ^ 'deHi<<cpl ft fftxj 6 - ft ft ^ xj^j vseMld ^Hdl ^ I ti^e^ vitjV; ftt 
Xaft^lfft ft ftRft ftt XsRr ^ XR ^ t I ft)Ri|l4 XJci fttft vcJdJlcIchf ftt ftt^ XT^ ’IR^ 
ft XSRK ft X3RT^ ftt ^FTM ^RfR t 3fR X3^ ilR XJ^ ftRft cfR^TT t I ^ 

XSftR W^. ?WT RR X3XTft4TlT3ft ftt inx<f I 

56. XR 3ft ftt 3Tft x^ SRI 3lftft ft RWT 247 ^ ^ fftRT RT ^ t 

I ?ftt eR? Rftxt gRI ft fftft?r fftRT xjfT ^ t I ft fftftR ftwft ft 

f I arrmft ft ^ ft 'di4vjiR4> fftfftft xr ftftY wm ftft ftt ft’nw ft i 

XR 3ft ftt 3TTt XJ^ ft 3lftft ft 1000 eft^ft ft aTf^R? ftxjPIR ft I vJcMlcich ^ 

«(d4 ft ftt ftxjPTR Jtfft^^Rd: XRrfftcT ftRl I 

’ift’T 1^0 (^R^ X BcM I d ^g) tPT 3r^ft« 

57. ftxrftt ^RTTZR fftfftftxjj clRcft ft 3?t7 300 ftt.^^T eReTT ^Jclft ft | ft ^ 8000 ftt.^ 

ftt SRm cIcF W 7ft ft 3ft7 2011 X^ ^ |t «RcTT c^T vJcMIdd STTR ftft ftt 

TRmi ft I RwRUI ft 165 wRtfftt ^ ftvJRR xgfftRT ftRl I 
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58. ebn*?! ■'ft ■^ 3TT^ Wt'TFI ^ccp cTPJ^ ^ 51^ <T>'<c1l % I 

59. ift ^ 3n^ ^ STRRI ^ 14^ M<^f?ld ^ t I vidlKH RPKT ^ Wift ^ cfjtii^ 

SlPncI fflf ^ 5Tf^ t 3ik ■'t#? «Tf^ ^ ^I?T ^3?RT t I 

60. e-ift 'ft ^ ¥t ^c'TRFT Wm 'TR^ PlRf^’ 33 <hjKH 3R.^. 1412) clWT 

160.91/t^. aiFITcT 3.30 3Fr.^./%3TT. 1.48 'W'J/tor. ^ cfftTCRT tR % f | 

61. ^ gftEcT 'R 3TPIRI ^ ^ |3n t 3it? ^TuTR ft Tft ^ 3TT? 

gft t I 

62. 3iraTcf ft 3T^f^ ^ W'RT ^'ifttWf WIT 3Rm ^ t I 

ft?fr ft 6 'ft 'ft # ^ ^5^ v5dl!dch "ER^ ft ft?ft ^TRI ^ 'IRR cfR ^ f I 

63. STRirat ft ?*nft RPERdT jmTcFT fft cR? ft ft I 3TTft 

M4I6, §c<Jlf^ «ft wfd«J>cld: JDTTfftcT ^ft'TT I xBltTRI '3'TFI ^itt v5nft ftt 6*11^ 

Wift ft ■yfT'tft sftr ^ ^ ^Rft 'R ftl^ H't<(i I 

<JRft tllft <ft fftelR 

ftET ^ f^xIR 

64. 3irft^ ft '3'Icf«r ?fRl^ ’it ^JJxRT ^ aTTEIR iR WI^RJzIT 'TcTT ^IcTdT t ^ ftftt^ 
«Tfft Rtt t SRRT 3?^ 'R tt ftft t% ^ 3Tt ^«ftqRI ^RR (^g«^3ftRTTT) ^ gRT 
4.1 (^) ft 3ftrf§R t I 

65. 3r[ft^ ft ■'T'J ^TRIRf ft^sft ^TcT tt ^ 3nft^ ^ ^ ^ift ft STf^TR fft 

33^ ft irav5PI ftft ft giRR 3lfl|cfjr?r 311^ ftt 'tt 'JTHSJ Ttt ft 3I?J^ t 

fWI WTFH gR^ 3ft1$RT t I 

66. znteRRlf 3Rftf^ ftftfftfftft ftt 'TW^ ^FRft ft 3RFRft ft I ife ft XIX 

ft 3Tf^ \3'TR ft^ sraRTif^ f^lfft ft Rift Tirfftr I 

67. 3hR|H wftr ftt RPj; ^Rft ftf Rllftfftd S?7Tft ft fcTir ft 3ff ft 6 ft 

zRuaftflicr ftt^ fttt fftok ^ t i 

68. ^ 2005 3i1r 2008 ft 'TR^ft ?];cftf ft ftclftcT fftftR ftftt ft 'T?ft ft ft 3TRIR 

ft 3ft? ^ fft ft iFift^ftT (wft^ aft? TTsnftft ififttaTT) f cisjt ft?7r 'jw? ^ 

6ldl Wlfft? I 
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69. 3)|i|ial ^ ^ ^ cWT «t>ni51 6<(tici> ^xr^iRia tic'iifl>*i 

ft t I an^ ^ fi^ tt ^ amf^ ^ arwralr ^ 2 Mf^^id ^ ^ 2009 ^ 

8834 % 2010 ^ 9043) ft aiRRI ^ ^ ^ t I 

70. 5R>R ?lf^ ^ ^?Rr ^ t I ^ 2007-08 afk 2009-10 ^ tt^ «RcIT 

tRT ^ R5fl'=» ft t I araf^ ^ 4 I<m ^ ft % f 

71. g>t %% ^ aiRRT ^ ^ ?if5r ^ tt^ cptt wmmm ^ ^ t I aiR 

auR^ SRI ^ wm iiiRi4>ichTii ^ ^ wm ^i^ t M 

aTRRlt ^ aikrf^ ^ vilHT xTT^r I 

f^rei ^ aR9’RRTvar 

72. TOT 4^ ^ W - 13 ^ ^ ^ Plilidch ^ t ^nfhTR 

^RR^ aifr^ 9.1 ^ aif^ift 1T^-13 ^ afRRI ^ ^ gjlt ^ 

f^m ^ ^TF? wnI 


q>iR<ii Mwi'(l^ ^ Rnix 

73. Viftf^ XR ^SrkR ^ ^Hct>lfcl«1> WI ^ cIT^ ^ ^FRI t I 

^5qf^ ^ Tft XR^-13 ^ kpilkr ^ ^ t, ^ 3R^ 2008 ^ ^flRcT ^V4>R SRI 

171^ tt michM ^ # I arcTRi ^jcnt, 2010 ^ nm^ 

5nf^4>iRiili' % 3N^ ^ arf^ TR XR> TTRRf^ ^nft^r anw g>t 1 

74 . 'S6c^ ^ a^f ^sfkR ^RR" ^ 3rf^^ 4 ^ aifw? tif Rrakoi ^r^ ^ ^?it 

7n - 4 ^ t, RTxi jnf^ra>i^ ^ f^rf^r tr fir^ ^ ^prt g>R^ 

^ ^ict>H cfk^t ajk ai^ 4 >k<4 >'1 ’ sri aiFim ^ ft 5if% ^ ^ cfkrf l 

75. ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 3TT£IR 4t C^ ?5IT eft 2006-07 ^ f? 

ant^ SRI SPR -uiRicbi c^ ansjtf ^ aif^ vidiKH 100 ^ I 6 I. 15 ; «nRri A 100 
^ 112.20; ^ ^ ft t; ft t afk oiw ^fr=T ^ ^ arf^m? araifF rri 

100 ^ 325 ^ ^ ^ ft t I 

76. S#t 3FTkFT4 Ftf ft t 3ik aiPIRT FR # aRIHcF), ^ FSH SfcT arfipf) 
^ Sft I 

tfe R«ik 

f^rakg RuVf^H tijo f^o ^ ^ any f^^ny 
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77. vITW 30^ ^ fcPJ 3IT%^ cT^^'l cT^IT ^yiPiq? 3)lt|K ^ ^ I 'Jii'q 

MiRI'T’I'JI % Sll^qi ^ ^ ITRR WM^l'l *T^ ^ I 

78. WTM IJlf^ran^ % cTWT TT cIHJ, ^ XJ^ MldH'^l^ 

^c<f) ^ 'ti«l«S vJOHIt; 46<^ ^ vJlIt) STT^ 4t % I 

79. ^ XJlfm ^ ^r ^RRcI SRI fcp# ^ ?R? TRSM m\ t 

I XS^fHT ^ “flKcr TTWR aiTTR ^giaft ^ Xjff^ JIM ^ 3n^ t 

grc T1 % ^ 1 ^'R^d ^ t I 

80. ^ (31^ 2010 ^ Rld*<l>! 2010 ^ HWlfcId Wlrf 31^ ^ 

3rFJTdt ^ ^ Mdflld ^3!% ^ ^ ^;5RT ^ XRT Xf STPJRff 

^ gci'^ TXJ ^ 1 3ii^qd y^cj^ 3 CjVi ski ^ XT ^ cpt '(jfqa ‘ii'fdRd’ 

3TFirat ^ xr^ Pr*^i^'d'R t: 



^ Xift x^ 
(jft.^) i> RTT8I 

3TFIRT ^ 

yfdi^id <jf^ 

^ Xjft XRI 

(xft.-CT) ^ RTT2J 
3IPTRT <;ni 

y1^?R( 

2009-10 

8834 

100 % 

9828 

100 % 

\j\\z\ 3iqlt| 

(cllf^cp) 

9043 

102 % 

9043 

92 % 


81. cr^ 2009-10 ^ 3Tcrf^ C^ 3TRrat ^T ^ ^ ^ Pl'INZ ITcjffld t 

3jlY 3rr%^«f» vitiVl gl'^l Rhki c^ 3T^^TR ^ t 

82. XRT 3ft XRT 3r3?^ 2.1 cTSTT ^ 1994 c^ 3X5^ , 1 (^) ^ 3I^f^ t 1^ 

TfjftR arf^ ^ XTTR^ ^ 3TRIRfr ^ nidl^dlch X^ xjU||<^ch> wr ^ ?ra # 3Tf^, 3ldMch 
3lf^, 3lf^ ^ 3ftR c|!>wfc|4) ^ ^ 3lf^ ^ rllflXT | “RlRd ^t vJM<H«J STRltl ^ ^ 
f^yt'<u| cfR% kjRia^cHd sc^cfT didct c^ fcnj 3TT4 t% 6Ic 1 1^ ^ did 4^ ^ I 10 ^ ^ 
'Jti'd 3T<rf^ 3mTHT^I '6)M ^ d*dl ^ 3fl'< 'iwld14 M<sfcl ^ ^ ! 

83. ^ -EJ^ ;3^ W^dNcH ^ 3r5RnR fcR^ sfRr 3R^ Wt ^ ^ 

vdlVldl SIIr dcd^dld H?dIcictl ^ ^tR ^ RTX^d ^ 3F^ r^d«l<S T?Tcf>T% ^ 3PT% RdR 

XR^ cfR^ ^ 3TcRR X3m^ I xs^ ^ XJW M'!^dr4^ ^ RTRRfT^H xt\XSR] 

3rt^ vjlMchl^l RH^t xpif ^ tiRillvddl f^Tt^ sfU WRT ct^aicbR SRI 

qRilYuldl CIRRI XR^ cF>t t I 




’'’*^!'^fri!»f"Tr' 
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84. 3iHryif$id yedijt>H ^jr^i aiFncff ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ jr^ ^ 

w # 13Rr: ^ ^ ^ ^ ^sft I 

85. w i> ^ wnRT ^ # i RumI^-h ^ ^ 

g5t ^ ^ 4x?#iJtT? f%g5t •'I# ^ 11 ^FTg5t ttgJt ^ citoji^ gfl^icr 

w ^ ^ % I 

86. 31%^ ^ ^ ^FRI-^RRI ^ V3WI<jf %5 SraJJ’f) ^ ^ ^IPTRI 

^»l4 ^ # I ^ ^ W4»R SRT 3T#5> vJc<JI<^l ^ 17% ^ ^ 5lfcF3I^Rnft ^ cIPJ ^ 

"fit t aft? 7IF e^tiM ^ ^ftfJRT ^ 113UiRnf^ y<iHijh^ ^ »iht ^ ^ra>ciT 11 

87. 2009-10 ^ 'iElVl ^ ^ Pl^?l<»> ^ RHl<i ^ ^ '{S«c v5c^<a % 

^ 2009-10 ^ gJT ^ 3r»M clfiRT ^ f3IT t I 3(^7 ^RR 

'dIHM ^ ^ MdlcHH cfj^ ^ t I 3RT: 3I«c^lf$ld y<idld»*I g>T ^ ^ ^ t I 

88. 06.09.2007 ^ 3IFTR ^. IRI^/^lTpr/1/97 ^ 31^ ^ ^ 

3i^(iia vJtTlM SRT 3n^^ ^ ’TFT ^ ^ ^ R't^d '«*ll<livJtl 4)'J|'1I 

+16lPl^?l<I» (^sft^TRl) ^ ■?Ff5T ^ ^ ^ I wny ^[^SSncT 'M^41 3Tf^RJ^^ ^ ^ 'W'C 

^ ^ 3TFIKft ^ ^ ^5RW ^ JlfcR^ ^ ^IPFTT ^ y^ vjeil^l gRI 

^yi cf><;*1 vJOfi^ 'J||^ cfjT 5Rd74 ^ I cf>l*jH ^ 3T^yR f^'tfl lOi^qsi^ 'tl*1iqlN»I»t TjtvjRT g5t 

3I^qf^ri% ^ ^ 'd^Rld ^ t I 

89. y^ ^3#fT yr^fsT 3 isrt ^cTwryj 3nyTcff, y^ ^sffFi yst gjf^icT m 

§if^ yr ■’FfR sifcT ^ sjtr Siiqiol yyi y»t^ % ■y*fr? ^rflr 3ryyr '3'd<i> ^ 

^ 4>KU|leHch ^ 4^: 4R% 3RIW ^ t I 

90. yynyy, y^ y?ity ^ wm 3fR y^^ ^iqy ^ y^ ^ fl^ ^ 

yyr y^ y^fFr ^ 4i*idi yyyty if f^Rryy cpi n^<a y^RW y^ wnyy^ ^ ^ iijy> gRi 
3rq% yjf ^ yiHi i 

91. +11*1 cl 3PfNty Ryjiq 5RI Rulq ^ 3l^'i«)H ByRT y? Fcl ^ 

3iPicii4 714 y^ ^ yyr t 3jk 315^^ 4.2 (^) yy 3 ijmcn y ^ ^ yyyy yjty 

^y53TTy 3if^i^;yyT ^ t I 

92. 3TT4yy> 3TTyRit 4 3fk TFfty yyi y#? «ifcr ^ ^ 4Nr yy^yiyrysyi ^ 

Hlvjj^yjfl yyt^ 4 3 rtw ^ t i 

i^^cgf^cbcl ^P. f^., cbtRyi f^yR 


2092GI/11 —3 
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93. ilirc(cbl<l)di T ^ ^ ^ t ^ SR 3ik I^RI^ 

RRR ^ RRRIcfr ^1 f ^ I RTR: XIX :1 (R>) ^ R?cT RPlf^td ?Icff R^ 

R^t Rf t I 

94. illRicbl t RURIdl ^ ^ ^ skHtcT RRIRdi ^ 

RE!?! ^ Rit R| R^RR^3lt c^ WRTR^ ^ sJt I RTRR ^«c^3ft RR TTR^ t afk ^3^1^ 

^ ?T?R ^ R^RR«[RT^ R^t t, 3RSnR RR RF RPR WI RR^ t 

cRg ^ SRRPTt ^r 'd6c^<5)3ft ^ 3iR% R^t Rf RR viI^R<i> RRRR^3Tf ^ 3TRTRRRRR ft 

sft I 

95. 3R^R R^ ^ mRRI RTI%^ RRII^ ^ 'RRei R? RTRT 

11% WeR ^ R)RDT ^ RPRTf^ ft sft I RTR tt R^, ^3^ #:tt(l^Rv4)vD) ^ 

RRSI RR RTRT t % R^ fi? aPRpft ^ RjRR R#? R# ft sft | fRT RIR^ ^ IR 
]T?R RR RRR RIPR 31^^ 1RR^ A> aifRN ^ MRR^f^'Rt ^1 RRT f^FRT vJll^'li I 

96. ?R ^ ^ ^ RRkiT t 3TTRpfi RR cTRRR 977<> ftRRT ^R^ Rlfel 

3T8TRI RR M ^ 3nRT t pft 5M RTRT ^1 RTf RR RI^R R>^ RR RTf f I viM^Rd W 

tr ci^iRR 33R Rift ft RIRRftftl ^ER> cTT^ t ftt RRd Rft RR^ R^ RR 

fftltd R>^ft # I RTRRft^ ^fcR> R?ft ft Glf^ftRld t 3 flR ftt^RT ^cR’ RfttanfttR t 3 TcI: 
#ftt (R RR fttt) SRI ?R RTR RR RRT cPTlft fft? RRT RSflRTR ^cR? oPTTRI RTPTT 3Pl^ t, ^ 

RcE sft? oITR ^ RRprr aiTRRRR^ Rtf t I ftftt Rfft^ftftftf ft RRft ^ fftRR ft R? 

3RRRR t RR WR f3IT t 3TR; tftft (kJRyfltt) 3TTftRR ftfftf (i^tt) Rft RTftfftcT 

Rftft I 


97. 3IfRfR RRSft OTR^tf R^ fRRRiR f^RR RRT t ITcltf^ RlRicbIcbdf ft ftftf^RR IflR fft>R 

RR ariRRff ^ RR5T RTR? RllfttRR ft RcRTRRT) Rft RlfftcT ft RRlIft 

RRtrft 31f fRci cITR 3?T^ RT^ "'ft ft ft TFitf 3RRT% R ftft ct fft>ftf RTPjft 

omilR ft fftRl ftft 3TTR>ftf Rft 3RRTftr ft ^llfftd Rtf fftRT t I 

98. RlfftRRft SRI RR^Rltf Rft if^TR fftRR 5 ft RTRRTRf RR ijftcT: dcdN'l t I 

TJCTTR sir aTTRIR Mlft'WRf ^ RTRRI RTTft ft fftR ^ ^ ft ^R ft fftRRR ^RfR 

R7^ 3TfftRTR t 1 WlRTR ^cR> ft 3TRIRRR TR^ 3fk ftfR^ RfftTRSlf ft fftRRft ft Rft^ 
RfftlR RRT Rl? ITRlftf Rft R?lfft Rft RTSRRT Rft RR?ft fR RRlfftftW ft TjfttR ft 
fftiR iTR'ITRcft ftlftR fftRlfftl fftRT t fft^ft RTR-IV ft ^Rft SM “ RPTTftRR ftPIRT 

^4ft ’'■Rpi : ” fftRT RTIRT 3lftf^ t I RRlfft, RTfftRRRTdf ft Slftf RRi TlWRcff R^TRRT M'f^d Rtf 
Rft ft ' 

99 STPTlftf ft Rtf ft t ftRTfft fttft fft? RR SrWI ft ft ; - 


l«|l« . ..< . fl|-|f4 4mi|<«f 




u i. 


JUtH II Nl 
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3). 

?i. 


'844. 4'(^ m aiFTRl 
{ftt. ^ 

3(T?licif ft «}flr 

(ftt. ^) 

3l|i||^ ft <jf^ (%) 

1 

2009-10 

8834 



2 

2010-11 

4,553 

209 

2.37 


2010-11 

9043 


100. t ^ 2010-11 ^ wm^ ^ ^hiPT ^3ft ^ sTPncft ^ 

*rra 289 ^ amr grf^ an^iR m 2 . 37 % t I ^nwt ^ ^ ^ ^ it 11 

101 . A. xri3Tt^3ntiJc^ f^. ^ ^ ^r tt >3?qT^, TOT 3nf^ ^T f?RI^ ^ 

3F^ ^ ^ ftWR “W t ^ \JcMI<i«b! ^ 1^ WT ^ ^ 

1%# A f^Ri^ ^ 'm 1 1 

102. ^'IMi^ 5^c«P vjWI^I ^ 3)l<4ldi ^ ^ 3 hc«<(^cp ife ^ «bl'{“l MgtJI ’Tift? 5l1% ^ 

'f1l*('l( q>'<^ ft ?rR5j ^’nft ^ fcJTf <l4T SffWIflof’lcfl’l VJMI<( % I et*41 'M*t<<(‘5ff?t ft 

siiqidi ft sr>R«T> sr^rgr ttft 'ft 'jftt’T ^ ^ftt ^ftt ttft ^ 

ftWHi ’Jftf % 'iJU'lMliJ ftft 31iqrach|#H ^ TO ?T^ 1 

103. ^ 2004-05 ft 5655 ftt. ^ ^ ft ^ 2010-11 ft 9066 ftt. ^ ^ eTrUTcT ??R; 
fftRTft eovf ^ ^ itiftt t, ^ ^ iTHT ftt \5rmT 

cFftt 3mftr ft |t t sft? l?Tf^ W 31lct)ffH4) ’itt t I ^ 2009-10 ft 8834 ftt. ^ ft 
^ 2010-11 ft 9066 ftt. ^ ^ arniTcT ’TT^ 2.62% ^ .ff|f ^?rtft t ftt 3Tf^ ’T# t I ^ 

^ ’T ftt t, ^ ftt ancpfftrgj ft sft? ’T tt ^ ft Tmrwrft ft i 

104. PlHf^RScl eifft 3li«»5'5l ^ ftrw ft W 51^ fttcfT ft vieiVl ^ Slfft 

^ it t: - 


1 


2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2007-09 g5t 

gold! ^ 2010- 

11 ft qftcRH 
(■<Jlf5?f5) 

■ 



258 

274 

274 

6% 

a 

vicMKH 

235 

■ 1 1 "1 



8% 

3 

Ti^f^ g5t 
W3n 

122 

H 

174 


45% 

4 

firjn 

441 

m 

418 

282 

-36% 

5 

f^jpl oilMd 

107 

iE^H 

122 

124 

25% 
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6 


rge 

132 


I 20 

25% 

7 


-5 

89 

106 

88 

1860% 

8 

% ^ ^ 

W^ 

-1 

56 

■ 

! 

i 

63 

52 

5300% 

9 


24 * 

110 ' 

1871 

162 ^ 

575% 



-1 

“83 

95 

76 1 

7700% 

11 


^4 _i 

71 

97 

107 

45% 


105. ^ 2000-01 ^ 100 ?'Scf>TemOT ^ 2010-11 ^ 274 ^ ^ ^fcl t 

I 4 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ?Tt mm ^ 2007-08 258 ^ 

«r5^ ^ 2010-11 ^ #?FI 274 W ^ aft 67,, ^ ^ ^ t 

^ vJcMKH 2.53 ^ t I WI ^ ^ 2007-08 ^ 235 ^ 

^ 2010-11 ^ 253 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ an f^RT^f 87,, ^ ^ cll^ ^ t I 

^ «J|c|vi4 SfW '3MarjJ| cT^m 917,--927 p eft ^ t 5R W |3n t t ^ 2007-08 
122 ^ 2010-11 177 ^ ^nf t fyRT^ 457,, fflf ^ ^ t I 

106. ^ 2007-08 ^ ^ eftera Mel ^ ^ 2010-11 ^ 367„ ^ 

f>ra«ie ^ ^ T|^ sift ^ ft ^ ^ tTcpirra ?t war t i 

107. ^ 2007-08 ^ ermef 107 ^ ^ 2010-11 ^ 124 ?t aft 

3T^f^ ^ 41'<1 •I ft^ft cftlHd 96 ^ «i<scr>'i 120 eft XTT irf aft | ^ a^>R viltf 
ciMId ^17 CffraR ^ ft ^ ^^Fpft aft? cfftjf^i ^ 24 STTSTR ^ ^ 

^ Tit I 

108. ^ 2007-08 ^ (5) eftt frf% ^ TeR tf ef^ 2010-11 ^ 4tTR 93 armR 

^ <|(^ f^ 88 ^ elPT ^eR ^ 4§'e< 4<4t t I 'iew 3Telf^ ^ 41'<H 3lR3Tt^?ftt (” 

1) ^ 4^^ 76 tl ^ t I 

109. ^cRT 3 tMt ^r anMRPdt gRI v5'J>ifeW 3TT4f^ g% fxr otM ^ e^RR ^ 3 % 

“ tHIt «# ” g>r ^ ^nw iRfci ^ t i ^rreft (^4^d ttr ^ 

33?rRT ^ f3TT t I 

110. ^?5IWri vjfm eft 31^ ^ I^Mr ft Ml ^5fTeIT t ^ 

OTM^ITfcT ^3^ gft 3fTg?WdT3ft ft ft ft I ^3?TDT gft ^Rlft ^ SIRM 

^ ^RR ^ g>T ^rmr gR^n ^ ft i arf^ 6 ^ arRncT w 

3lfftft1ft?T fftxjl Mlldl ft ftf NSaVl ft 3Rrft gft eft^JTd RRftt I ftftjTPRg^, 
wr ft wrrfftcT ^Rift ^ ft siRnfftci ^rr 3tM ft! wcjft ^ ^RR fftMerrart 

^ ^- 3 fnai sftftfttwTfR f^*ftdr 3 ft ^ fftftr ^ M #7 aider: ann angftt eft ftt 

dtnr dlift'd ftl^ I 
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111. 13^ gRT Cj^ ai4^l4 ylyj’lf JT^ ^ ^ ^ROf 

^'1h| 4( 5f^C<l> *1^ ^ ^ I 'M^<l/’ll<^ W'WiX'M *11*1^ ^ H't^d 3if^ vjfTW 

uRoTFit ^ ^ ^ 3Tnn?ft ^>1^ diwRch «ri% ^ *t\^W R«rff^d ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ RiiwRjfi ^ ^ «Jt ^ ^ 

RsifRd ^ SIT R5 ^ aid'llVlRifqqt gjT WRT ^ WT ^ I TO 

TO ^ TOcPT ^I'SJIcfZf SRI TOT STT^ ^ W TO SJT I 

112. ^rarf^r xTsfiTT^ ^ 3T^?^ 5.1 ^ ^ cznro 1 vinW HiRi4>t^ 

qr qisr ^ t toR ^sftTO Rro^cft. 1997 ^ Rrft 5 ^ 

WT ^ TO2fR^ q5T ITOIPT t I 'HH i qWd ^ TO ^T qjpJfT ^ WH 

TR ^ qrr^ cip; #rT I 

113. ’EI^ /iJUPT ’pTOT ^ RwR q>T^ ^ ^ f vjI^ 1% TO^lT^ 

^ Nif^Rdd t 1 3 ^ ^ "Jft MRqlvUI ^ ^ ^qcT 10% ^ t, 

v^'diR) wmcf,- tgg? ptT aTEzrsi ^ qqro ^ 'Hi^NJiRcb ^ ^ t im % 


114. srfcT ^TTf^ TO Tfnf^ ^ ^ ^ ara? ^ ^ ^wfnrrq 

^ ^ ^ q?rf 3TTEIR ^ t I XJ^Xf ^ 3T^^ 11.1 ^ xnz^T q5t TOlf 

^ TO xtTtoM 3tMR?T XSTT^ q^T STOTTS t I xrgftxr^ ^ 3?^^ 5.1 ^ 
«Tf^ q^r 3fR TO^qTvSPT q^ ^qR qqj^ ^ cFTTXJ ^ q>T VINyn t I 

3Tcf: x^3ffT^ ^ ^T?q srf^ Plf^R ^ q^iq^ ^'I'^iq '^TO SfR’^Rd R)4i vjimi Sin^oq) q€t ^ I 

115. ^'M\ % q-xj^fWtxT x^ 6-^5t<M %5 XT^ TOtft t, q)t Rqtq ^ 

RidMic^M, ^ TO XT^ ^rRqi qft t I ^ ^frftqr q^ IMq WT ^ qff ^ 

xiTHT qrf^ I tf^ qrxjfR ^ TO RidW^ ^ xTcfj-^ ^ uf^weJf t I q% 

3TO^ q^ ?q ^ qjqRqi q>t ^iRqi ^ q^ ^ t I 

I 

116. ^ ^ qPT qik?T^x|7 qrt qxj^'frq q5T RqfcT qR 

^ # I q^ qW q? Riq X3^ SRT Rxj qxr ot^^TO <5)4qqfcHq) ^TTRqr 

C^ q?RR x[?T t I fTOT SProi^ yddiqPT ^ q^ q# t I 

117. TO q5t fro q5t ^ TOTT qq STTOTfiRT TOTOP ^ qff 

11 

118. fcrf^pq ^ ^ qftqq xj^qr l 3iRRqd, R# qW 

q^ ^cpn ^ ^cfeT cplRqi4 ^ q^ qf ^ ^16(1^ 3Pq ^ '>^t q^ qr^T ^ 3(i<jici ^ 
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f I ^ ^ ^ iI|R|<t>|chclI SRI ^ Rtlkui 

119. ^ gjRnr ^ 2008-09 ^ '‘TRcI 6 ^ 3TRTcT ^ Pl'^Ne 30^ aft I 

aif^Rckl , 2007-09 ^ ^ iJiRlcblcbd^ ^ "ft ITmf^ ^ f3TT % 

cian SRI HMdu>d1 % ^ ydf^ld ^ t t 

120. ■Ef^^ ^3?ft^ ft ^Ixftd cTSJT W=T eft ft ft J^llfftd ^ 3IRKT 

sriep^ ^ 9nfftci ^ ^ «rfft ^?r?ftfft^T 5r?^ f ^raiifft ^ 

SRIlcft ^ i^lllftcH ^ fftji? wft ft Ejftcl ■grftJT ^ ft eifft ^ fftft?T SUfft ^ 

ft qRd^d srami sidifftep sicR gftf sn t I i^Rr ft?£ft ftftllftci sn^ ^ 

fftxIR WRT ifftftt 3ft? oiJi^r ftftftt fftft'lfftftl i^lllftd t ! 

5'Mcft SlfdRefd, fttftf MTlftl 'df^d SlI-MIO Sftepft ft 1 

121. ^ 2009-10 ^ ^cRT ft gft 2010-11 ft f^ sftl fft# ft ^ fft ft I ^ 

2008-09 ciaiT 2009-10 ft cfPT ft ftt ^ |ft ft I ^ 2009-10 efft ft 2010-11 ft Sllft 
TJF?! Rl>JMd Iftfti? ^ ^ ft I 

ft. im, 

122. ^creftr SRI Tfsifftftw (^®ftTRi) ^ Rdiep 21 2009 ^ sTjqR ft 

J|)M4l?<d l ^ gift ^ ftftd ft Ndfp^Rad fft?nfftft?ff cPT viediER fft^ RTT ft I ft 

^siWzi PliJHNcft ^ fft?R 7 ft \jfc^R^d JITWfti cpT WPT ftt gftli fft^ RTT ft I El^ vJaVl 
ft Efigr ■ftfttft ^ERT ^ «nft ft ift ftMtjRT EFT gT^T fft^gr ft vjRfftr fttqfttg ^?jert ^ 

ft ^nfftcT gft! ft I 

123. snftgg sraRT wet ^eosttct srfft^w ft ^ ft gftf vsftg/lft^fttiui fftjgr 

RJT ft fftj wg gft eftft grgr 'Tit Tigrcrr ft yiglft? er^ ^ eiWT ■gftt 

sugrg ftft ft?ff ft gij ft Tiggftftt ftHf {fftgtgeF gfttarr sraigr gEzngfft gfttm urt) 

eft STSlftW ft I 

124. meHftftt ^ceF eft sjRiRcw wRrg ^cg^ cRT^ vgrft eft sr^g eft ^ stteir ftt 
^wgTjft ft I ^ erfft diRSn gft ftftrr ?ief ^w^ttet ^jeef cRT^ Esrrft ftgftt ftm gft ^^sttet ft^ 

'dc?|cp Ejg g^Rid STTETR gftt dMI EiTT TfEFETT I 

125 . srrftgg sraTErr ftifg ^essttet ftgftt srfft^jggr ft vTd McuiRid gg gftft Ejeft?^ 

gftf ft qfftmwRFg sTTgreft ft ^ gn grgr w ft i 
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126. SIFTlcff ^ ^ ?I^ ^ ^ 'CimvJl'W % aicf: 4 |vj}< 5I ^ 3liqm'l ^ ^ 

3IHr!Iff^cI MPR^fcl^li m 4R«II*I ^ ’THT W WcIT t I 

127. ^ 2009-10 ^ ^f adtcT. 10-%n^ 10 ^ ^kPT 3TFiraf ^ 2.4% ^ ^ 

ft t ^ 3fc?lftr47 afk ^ ’TPTT ^ ^ 1^ 

^sf^iR vjfm ?5^53TRr ^ TO ^ I TTm ^ 3i«igT 33^ ^ ^ sraf^ aiRi# 
^ JTff% 3RrncT t 'il'Hlf^ 5^ 1^57IT "W 11 

128. ^. SRI 3iraicfl ^ ^iiPioi ^ wIT^ ^ 

ddJ'H^ld TOR^ W t I 

129. 3n^ cTSn ^?33n?r aif^r^W ^f ddIKH ^ fc^ TORlt ^ ^ 

afl^ ^ to w t ^ ^ ^efto ^ ^ to ^ 

3i'ra?'!r<j5 t I 

130. ■El^ % 3to ^tof^ 3TO-3TO ^TRto ^ to 3TCFT-3TO Wito 

aTRTRH t # d^#TcI ^ t I 

131. ’Ei^ ^ anr^ antor ^ ^ ^ ^Tpto ^r ^ tr3> »TBT t tjft Tici^ % 

cRt% toft ftt ^WftlPT vjfra if cthfRI #7 3IRI chRcb ^ ttft f I 

132. ^ C^ TOTcft 3ik ^jto ^ tH ^ <hRU||^*Ict) ^ ^ t I 

133. \3ei\<l ft vitEr 3Icrfft ^ toF4^ 2010 cra> 4^ fft^TT ft f^RRft ^iftf ftt 

W^ dllftk* I 

134. 5RT ^3^ ^WRUto yedld>H 'wto ft 3lk fto toftftf w 

#fft?r ft ^3WT ftfto ^ to ^ ton ^ wnr ft i fTT^ ^iffttoi, 

nft 2010 ^ to? ftftt cfft amRntoi yc'iijpd nftf ^ht ^ 'ti<r>oi ft t 

135. qrsnM fftto mtoi^ ft anft trp ^ qftf ton ft to nr^nft^ 

ni^ nrto wf^ ^fftto ton 3Rim «ftft nrto nn> i ^ aifnn ^ ^mtoi ft ^ qftf ft 
to nr^nft^ hic^ mtor cmi ftftftn ^ftnr i 

136. ^Rtonn TO ft nftn^. to ^R'n tom nftf tot ft sto ^ “ ftto nf^totofr ^ 

3icrftd ” ^ ^ atciftn ^iilftd qftf tonr tot ’mfto i 

137. TOm to«ft 3Tto^ 3^7 mRuih'M'Wi dcT toftt 3ito?f qft toftto tor? to 

^ thrift ft k)^c}^ vieiVi ft nr? Ri^ ft sifftEi 5R^ to? ^ tot? tror wrto? 3ft7 

SlfftEI t3^ TRfTT qRft ^ tot? 30 to cfft TOtoft ^ TO fftdn^ n^to ^ ^«T TRfd 
tom TOn mfftt? i 




24 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 11— Sec. 3(i)] 


138. OTflTcfr ^ ^ ’JldlRh ^ 3n^ cHTPTT W t, ^ ci^ 31^1^ 

3rfcFjf^T5>, eifcl^l 3tt7 ^ ^ 3lcilRlct5 ^ ^ ?ld1 ^ ^ ^ i 5'd‘^ 

3lfciR<W, 3R!W?I chl'^off ^ IRI ^ ^ ^ 3FRn^ ^ 

!j ii P^cH ^ fcp^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^ amiR'T^ t vjcii<i^ ^?«iRrcr 

^ C^RW er¥$^RT 5RT 3TFM 6lRcbRcF> d# f I 

139. ^ ^ ^cRT ^f ^ 2010-11 ^ 3IFIRTf ^ 2.3% t # 

RTFR t Sfk ^^gltRTZr ^ 3T^OT d# t 1 

140. ^ SRI f^ Tfir ^nrjKTt ^ ?ITRcI %gT WRIT t, R> ^ sn, eft 

5FI 2 ^ df^Ra ' d aigt^ c^ 3 tpirt ’=rrgT3Tt ^r ^i 8%> g^t grfft 

^ I 

141. ^ JRftcT ^ t ^«RT RTRgjRt R ^Tdl ^ 3TrgT^ ^ g^3IRT 3T^ ^ 

^Rft tt3t sTTgicff g^ 51^ w RiJdi'H Rpgr t # T^afti^TT ^ si^x^g 2.1 eRir 
tMxj, 75 ^ 83U c^ 3if^ ^ t i 

142 . d^^R % ^ ^ wg srgRi ^ ^Rrt g? gigr %gi 11% ^ 3TcRT-3TcnT ^fRit 

(mddM gegrgRr ^en, mdd'flsft i^dki'd^iR eRir ^?5ftgrg) 3 ^ # ^jdns g^ #t 

3TcPT-3IcFT RgiR ^ ^ g|^ t I g? d# t % ^ RrI 3imR 

g? d^ Rgr t gidd^sfl ^jegj ggtgi g# t arcFr gggg gg cftt^ 

Rsffgrg f^gi t gigf^ tr?tt ^ccr st gg Rr#gT SHT f^igr 

giTciT t Ri'd'it ^ ^ del gg dMdR ^ i 

143. g^ ^3sf|g siNig iRR^Rgl ggr 3H^ff$Ri MRR^Rgt g5t ^^gf^ifci gft ggf^ gftt 

ift gT«g gR% ^ 3RRRt ^ t i 

144. dcMKH . d'tgiRd SFRR g^T dM^Vl ^ gHS^ c^ ST^^R ^ gPT^ ^ 

33#g gft gftt «Tf^ g^ ff t I g^ 2010-11 ^ g^giRlg srggr ^t 44% ggr ^rgm 

d^gVl ^ 137% ft t I 

145 . g^ ^ gg# ft g^ ^ ^ arfRig ^ ft t, R^rRi g? wgf^id ttgr t Rp 
y^cj^ d£iVi g^ Hifcici 3TTgTdt ^ f^Rtt pfgjR g^t gfcRgsrf gtt t 1 
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146. ^ crm5R?TT 5^ ^ t % ^ 2010-11 ^ WT W 

^ sr^ftr ^ f^M ^ Tjc? ^ 2009-10 ^ 3ra1% % 40% 3Tflra> sit sft^ 

^ 56% W ^ ft t I 

147. ^ 2001-02 cfSIT 2005-06 ^ 41x11 'JR' 3IRRT ^ \Jlit*T % 

R^IXl41l vJcliq f^Rjf^T ^ «i«<fiiq>?il 't)’ sjt ^ «lMW ^ ^ I 

3ig: SI^ '51^ vjeiVl ^ Pl^id '^f '^RT SH, g^SH ^cf t I 

vjelVi 3nT% vjcm<4 ^ 50% ^ 3lf^R> 451 Ri(td <PXldl t I 

148. fc|5# W4 45t 3T4f^ 3l1^ % aif^R? 5 ^ 6 t ^I^ 47*ft f3TT ^ 

% 10 4Tf ^ 3I%45 ^ 3T4ftr ^ 4NH 4>R4>f 4>t ^ 4jt ^ I 

149. OTSimli 3TRIRT ^Wcf ^ ^ t % ^sfRlSI 4>t 

Rj4>iRj#i 45t sft I 

150. Id till ‘•TRcT ^ 'dWlltrdl'Sjt 4>t li^l 45t ^ 45^ ^ Xlisj gtt t 31?!: HIC*1'^4) 

^c45 ^ 4T4Tcr 3ft 3ll0ic1 fegr vIT ^ t I ^ ^ VJOHI*; 4>t 3TPT 3J4 

3Trjf^ ^ 3ftR t I 4^ 2009-10 ^ ^nTT ft 142% 44> ^ ^ sft gsn NieiVl 

86% SI44T ■'R HT^tcii ^ 4T4 ftt 4PT 4>t 45^ ft X1*l4 ^ SIT | 

151. 4f^ 4PT-3TFJifft ^ 3idX ^ 3llcbdH <T»x^ ^ fcfTf 3<Ri*i eli^xlxi ^ 3(dftd f4d 

311414 4ft WfteT 4# 4IT4T ft ftt 3IT4lftt ft 4SIT «lfft m 3445^ 

4Rft ^ fcHJ ftt 34414 ft ^ 3n4Tftt 4ft ^nfftcT 4tt fft54T 4fT4T diR'i I 

152. 4^ ^ 4ft4T4 44 4Tftt «I44T ^ 3445^ 31445cft 44 3441% f I 3T444T fto 

•Hcf5*i 44 4^ fft4ft 3licf>-9l ftt 3T44>cf 4T4 ft I 314: 4^ nSEiVi 5RT 444RI 454^^ 4XJ 
4T4 - 3TFjf^ ^ 344>^ 4ft X<fl4>iX 4ftt f^4T 4441 I 

153. 4^4lft4 IRI 3Ifft4 ^o45 44 4fft4T4I4 cqg^rft 4ftf ft 4ftrfft5 ^4cl ^t%T ^ 
3441^ 47 cr4T4T 44T 4T44M ftt 4144 4T%T 47 ftt ft I ftt4 4Tft4H vftft 
3P4 ftftt ^ fcR 4? Srfft llpjll 47 ft I 314: 5Tfft 4ft xfl*ll 4^ 3^4 H4>fX 45T lfe4> 
^4^ <ift%l ft 344T4t 47 ftt 443^ ftf4T I 

154. 71fft4R 74ftT5rfft4> ft4 ft 4ftt ft t 4^ 4?fr4 SRI 3Tfcrf^ «144T ^ RgW 
^ ^ 414 44t44T 4Ut4 THjft 7W ^ 4^ 44444ft 47 Rft7 ftl 44441 f?5l7I^ 4Rftt4 
4147 41lt4 34lf%ftt ftl 4444T I 


209201/11—4 
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155. >c5£lVl 3rr^ Rilid'i ^ 6|MK ^ ^ ^ cKlIi^ Rspt 3Tf^cf> 

CMlcb^cb t I ^ t f% t afk W 6 ^ ^ 

33^ t I 

156. ^ WT - airjf^ 3tcR JPt ^ ^3?TT^ 3Tt^, aT^JTpfr TT 3TTmf^ 

f aik 'MlchN ^ RiRT rnf|3[ I 

157. 2009-10 ^ ^ if gjfT ’FIT t %=- 

3Trf^ ^ ^TRT Mcf ?rTRK cJTN^ 'H^Rld f3TT t cfanf^T 

^FTIT ^ ^SIR AIFTT ^ I ^ Tl1% STRUf^rf ^ WIRR ^ 

^fR %% ^ §1?, ^ cZIRR 3Tpft 33qf^lf^ cf^ ^ 

f^lf^ ^f I 

158. 'icwcii ^ pn^ffrei t i^rafe ^irr ^ Pl'iscie: tr^ t 

R5t ’E)^ t I 

159. El^ ^?ltR gRT RWIRcI WRKiRT RRRT cf4 2012 ?> RF^ I ^ 

3TRf^ ^ RTF ^ RtviPn F# t f% IFftTRT ^ ^ 33Rd<£I 

#f^RT WTEIFf ^ fcfRT RcfjR 3TT=fl OTcRRRKTTSff cf5t ^ I 

arfticT ?iR#u ^ v!'(i l Rnjg T T aik ^ rij 

160. FIjUt R^T ^ ^ Rcfj Sn^R t 3T2ltR ^ ^ #R Fcf 

R^f^RT ^ 3TrRT?ff R tJTCT^Eft RPX FRT t I 

161. vT^TR dSTT Rl qjTRT cR^RTT RlRichl W ^ 3t?Rti^ RfcRRElt cfR 

3?f%c^TT YR% ^ 3raRiaT ^ RI RT cf>t F| t I W RR^T t 1% EI^ 

SatR RTftr «rf^ 3RIcrT RR^T ^Icl^ R?t Cf5\ TTTltcT cfR TRR t I 

162. Rrf^RRTi^fTit EfjfSid 5Tf?r ET2TT 3TFITcff ^ cfSTT^^ ^ ^ ^ 

R>RRTcRER Tmer t i 

163. ^ RPT^ ^ THf^raWcifart %R5FIcf ^ cf^lTRT RT RR RRT RRT t ^RIT R?W>8 

fiRn W t 3l|cpt 3fRjrd ^r ^ ^ ^ R# t 3fk f^lf^ 

TITf^FTRltaff % ^5fRFI TiiEft vREI ?JR aR% ^ cP)t)TcT f^ETlFT RT yfrl<JfR FRTR 
R^^ <FT 3Tr^ cFTRT t I crarf^ 'T? ^ 1%^ RTRT xfll^ f^" 3T^f^ R>tRcr f^TEltROj 
TTTE'r ncF^rqrri c^ tt^ t r % ;itv^t i 
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164. ^^iRlcpicp^t MiC’l'cl^) ^c«P ^ q<SI^ ^ ^ 3T3^ 31^ vJ'cTi 

\}c^l4 W ^c<T> cfT^ ^5^ ^ ^Ni % cTPT JTTRT ^5^ ^ 

cblRlJ^I ^ ^ t I 

165. h 4I<WI riaZT ^ WWS( ?RgcT ^ H4l<K1l 

>3^ ^ ^TPT ^ 3n^ ^ ^ ^RcJ,<?Rcn ^ t I STcTrar 

^ ^ ’eR^ T3tfm 3R% 3iRra5m vJcmkh ^ t, % 3jk ^BRra 

# ^3fR^t t ?T8n v3^ R4l^«Jh >3^ ^ tRci 3mp ^ ^ # i 

166. M4jeWI 3RRt^^ ^ ^>Ror yi<J)Rct) ^ (Rx)K|tllH ^2RqR ^ XJ2p 

R<T>cs) ^ ^3^ dMid ^ cPK^i qeci ^ ^ <Jlfcl 3FI xii*idT ^>7 ^?r %, 3fcT: ^ "^N 
di4^Rra7 f%d ^ t I m: R^m#3 ^ ^ %?ft -ift ^ ^ 

^ ^cqr^ stdi’f^ # vjfRpn i 

uTTW ^ hR«ii*i; 

167. 4% ttPT^ % RcW>sX iRc 5[ dcyid-I^X 5RfradT3Tt/3TFncm>t, R^Wf dSTT Rmf?T 

IfRr ?R^ ■rni >3^ ^ ^ ^ t l Rf^FT 1[RI Rjll 

^ Pl4q»1 craiT >3^ ^ ^ 'jri^ mR«II*i1 ^ 'dRid '?2fpft ’T? 

'H^TSTFT tor W t I 

virarejN 

168. ^fTW ^ ^ Wr^ 'i)R'{-{ ^ xddiiq ^ '^4? ^^rPTf ^- 

1, 3-^5raft2It?cT ^ei^oT-XpT ^ ^ yR»?Tftd W 

t Rr^ #T^-13 3T2T4T 6 -%M c^ ^ ^ ’ft WT t I 3RI cijmiR^ 

3m4T ^ f 6^, fft?nftcRT 13 , Rf^cph 4020, 4020, cbH^'l^cw 

13, cF^M^Ffr 4020 I RraRitfhr ^?7 k ^ ^fNr^cep gfticFM #4 3812, 3810, cm? 
'{ftnii^jcch tRq> arf^iRRF, 1975 ^ ^ 2921, 2925, 2934 cmr 2942 (i5? 

3raft^ ^ fftf’Fr '3y9fti^ ^ d?cr q^H^d fc5iii MfRiT i 

169. ft RdKiftiH ^3?qT^ eft ft ^ ^ ^ V33RT t I 3^: 4TW 

gft 3rfft^ ^ ^inftt t tftdmftH ^3?qK ^ 7^TFR XJ^-I, 3-^Rlfft2nfcr 

TF ft^|Tftfft?ft^-^gRIFTT?’T t Rnft ft)k’chH'13 3TSmT 6-ftftft^ ^ ^ ft ift yfPIT 

WRTT t I 

170. fttYeRT-13 ef5T vidlldH ’TIRW ft ftk^ EUg > 6 ^< 4 > ^ ^3^Tf^rift ft ft^fc^d 

^ TR 4HI^.^>Sl4R’Hl^dl^l^H cTSn fftsni^ STTfftraj^I^ efttft^ eft fftw ^ 
6l>^'Jl'ftef5'<^l SRI fftxUl 'Jlldl ft 1 3TfftR)i(l ^ yfftrFRS^TT i^lkl ded, Rl'dft ftft 

dftftd m ^ dft irft ftt, vlftcMId srrfft fttft ft, ft ft ^3cftw dft ^3dfftl1ft 
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^ TPirer ^5^ ^ vnciT TimRicr 

uTRiT t I ?rt-?rqeR ^ ^ ^ airal^ vjrraT t <t8it 

3tf^ ^cqi^ ^ ^ ^ ^srmr t I ^ 451 din prm c^ 

W arfirf^ ^ ft ^ ^ 311'HRd yflcIT t I 

^ ^ cR> 'H'Hi^d vjfmr t ^ cT?) 1% ^ ^ ft 

ddIJNId ^ fer viTT^ t I 

171. %^-13 ^ f^i^FT ^ f^PlHtui 31^ yi<J>fclch >3^, 

'<4-5 {'«;'tl4l3n^ «^C(^l§'1 '{«l'5, '1l§^l§c1 ’<4'5 4?l«llf?d<?l^'S 'i(4'5) cf^n 3FI ^f^*1 

'(«('5 3<l^lRd ^IRlc^l dif 'ti'dll^d ^ fcH^ cdFTd? ^ % 1^41 'Jlicll t I 'idII4 

^ 5?^ 51^ W( % dRR RR^tdl d5T^ t I ^ 3Jljk “ift fTT ^dlTd Wltd 

fclRi'^ M<7>|'{ c^ yi^fdcr> 'ti'diRld ^ fcPJ t 1 

172. ^ ^ ftd4.sl SRI % 168 ^ vlf^f^d illkicKI- 

13 ^ 3l|i|lfcld ^ddTId dSTT dk ^ vidJlRd ^kd^-13 ^ vJdlldH 

3if^, R^'lqdiait ami 3if^ wM ^ #d wm ^ 3TdT aif^rw dtf 

w t I cH'Rif^cb dsrr vidiijPich fcr?mdT3Tt, I^RprW ;r%dT ^ yldtRichH, ^ xk 
v34i|>J|, ddTTd fctRr^?R, d5tdd Rmtpl f^cRR dldd”^ TTd^ ^ ^ 33dIT^ d^t 
Mddk ^cTftd f 1 

173. 3Td: df dTdT ddl t dk| ^ vicdlRd ^ xl'Hldd %TcpfT-13 3I3TdT 6 

^TardT ddd^r^d=d 4020 fcdlf^ Tftt dRf ^ Slldifcid ^ Wdd 4kcRT-13 6 

tM#. dedJt^dd 4020 'tt d^ dTTdT t, ^ Wd 3RTdr 5Rd5T ^ % JlfcRd^ ddTTd 
^ dld^ 30% t dan d?T ^ vidllRd ^ cf>r»td5d ttTJdd-IS siardi e-^Mtt 
3IW cjc^blAtW 4020, WtW Rldd 1997 c^ Rm 2(^.) ^ 3T3Tf c^ iftdT 

Sl'l'dlf^d Tdidd ikdTf-IS ^ISTdl 6-#M (kl 168 viiecHf^d 3FI did) 

ddR ^TcdTd t I 

>3Uld 

174. #fTT^^ ^Rd> 3ff^lRrdd, 1875 d^ dM 8^ (6) (^) ^ ^ RFTT^dR 

Rnrrftd ddi t:- 

(^) 'd^ dutd' 

(i) dRd ^ Wd d^ srajdT dRiar dir ^ dfcTdkff dr^ ddU wndd? ^iMd t; 

3TddT 

(ii) t ^ddddi krddd dRd ddTd dT^ 3TddT did ^ df^Td^ d^ dd TTdd 

Wddd, dRd ^ 33dd dTf c^ fFT ddddd dd d^ f%RTT dddT t I 
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175. ^ ^ ^0 f^o ^ sraM, ^ 

^ 3RI RP l Hid l t I ^ t ^0 3n0 f^O, 4o #JJRft ^ mOl^O f*Tcft tTaJT 4o 

I ^ ^ ^ ^0 ^Np^rn ^ # fviR^jt vJcMKH 

ITT^ iTRcT ^ ^ 3mf^ t I 'HH^H 'd^K<*>'f ^ vJ?MI<H «FRTT RhI^'HK 

t:- 


wM. 

a>«i-ft <61 nm 

2006-07 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

1. 

<^<Ht'd 4f^ai yi.fcf. 





2. 

'It‘i*i'tfl xq'5 





3. 

fefO 





B| 

'jdai'l'{flaii4M<?i f^a 
(3iT^aa>) 





5. 

^d ^K^^ta 3tnia 





6. 


60% ^ 
arf^ 

70% ^ 

aiPra? 

80% ^ 
aiPia? 

75% ^ 

aiPiaj 


176. 4o *icr>*l 3TT0f^0, kju|ig>cl+1 ^ ^ 1% <l^*ld R7 sn^ncft ^ ?t% 

^ RP i ^^d i vff t ^ -jHk «if^ ^ ^ t aisrar w\ ^acRi t, ^ahFT ct^ w\ 

3Tf^ ^5^ fi? ^ arr^ ^ f^l^d ^ virf^ >311^ 1^ t I ^0 »TcfR % 

aw^ RP i hW i «tw cWT ^ ^ffv^ ^ arcTM. atrto ^ Wf ^r 

fi^il^qK ari^)% M't^cl f^5lT ^ I 5RT aiT^ ^ TT^-JR^ ^ vJTiy f^4l 3IT 

afk WET ^ “jft ^ 1^ 8Tr I 

177. ^Sft'IFr 'STTET ^ 'M+i^Iiq^al ^ aTWW ♦il’Jj^d ^ ^ I aM: ^3% ^ 

^31im ^ ’MT WJ\% \ 

178. ^ W W t ^ITl%g>raKrf c^’TFRfrlT >3c^IK=T ^ 507r ^ arf^ ^ 

1%^ f I am: •?!? w t antw arf^tf^ 1975 ^ gm 8^ 

(6) (^) (ii) if ^ ^ ^ >3?frfT t ^ ^WT ^rfcrf^fte W^ f I 

aim ^ amf& 

179. 31(^1 Pi il'H, 1975, ^HI!?Jc<b t1^ (WfaFT ^ aif^T^ Xjg 

ancPcR) Pm 1997, 3«n ^ c^ ^nm arj^^ XIX if ^ ^ ^ 

mR^ iI ^ci ^ 7RT t % aim a>t ai^ cmr ^ xrf%? I cTsjrPf c^tf^ ^ 
aiH^chi-ciT?^ WT if c^ aim tiPoimf if ^ ^ aiaPr ^ ^ an Riidu 
mr t I ^ ^ ^ a? Pf4a t Pf^ aiaPf aft ci^’ 3sn aiaPf 

aft aTeFi-arcni if afa^ an Pr4a ^ aiiaicia> ^ aifamt nrPfan^ ^ R%a^ nr 
Ppp’ armr t 1 
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^ ^ ^ ^ 1%^ 'W f% ^sfrTra vjfTW 

^ ^ Cfjt 3mf?r fW^ ^FTf%i? aiw ^ TrqWrT^ ^ WR 

3 I?P 1 - 3 T^ ^ vSTHpir I wm g 5 t 3 T^ cWT ^2RT^ 3 T^- 3 TeFT ^1 ^ 

f^n>hi ^ viira^ wif^i<b!R4t ^ tR f5r#f cF?^ t i 

^ SRT xjilpRI 3Rf^ TRI ^ W cj^t 5:^, ^ cTRT^ 

33^ 3r 1^ ^ 3T#^hT ^r ^ ^ wg^ yif^ichi^ 

RIIT SIT 1 cisuftt, ^frs ^ 1% 'jlRI ^ 3Rf?I ^ <H^i 4 ^ *im<^ ^ cR5t?IR ^ 
qilRill gRT STRITJ Tf^r vjfpg mR^IRI 3RftcfNl RF-ER ^ tciHlcId: 3T?f^ ^ cR^lf T? 'ji'I'i! *1^ 
f^TjT an «if^ ^ f^an 2 it VjW'w nn ?rd ^ 1%^ gtriict ^ '^riw 

^ 3 Tcif^ ^ ^Rr Tfiv^ H^Rliii I cn?n nr^ ^ ^ ^ an^^Rft % otf^ 

^ ^cRT ^ C^ t 3rST?r ^ ^ 3T^ ^ 4^R WR ^ eqpT ^ nff W t 

{#fTT 3ivMR-^>^f^ ^®tRtr ^ fm^ A wm ^ 4 zr %nT an) i ^3^ aiRncff ^ 

3n^^ ^ ^ 5 ^ ^ 3TTW nz Rs^c^or %an an cian fn ^ nz Rwr 

an ^ 1998 ^ srtRe ^ ^ 1999 ^ atnRn ^ ^ ft sit I 

RTRi iRHT t ^ sicfRr ^ tpR cF?^, ^ 5 ^ nan 6 ntt^ n5t t, 
3 nt^ % 2.1 nsiT 3 t^=^ XIX ^ sRinn nnt ntf t i n? Rn^ 

PinRiRdd nrnt w( anmRn t: ■’T^ctt ^ nrm stctRi nit niRTt ^ ^ ^ RRi^ 

Rnm ntf t; nnt^# sri nnRd 3inf?J, 3Ft nei ^ ni? GiRicff n? n^mRi 

nR^ nit nrjnf^ ^ t, 3^t? t^Rri. nnfM sRi nnPid n^ sirnint ^ ^r 
Rpsqrt pfTR nR^ ^ f^ nnRn ^ ^ ^ t I (^ 7 . 196 , 7.199 nan 7.201)^ 

180. n# 3 FRtnn-oiT^ ni^n ^ nr^ ^ ^ n? Rf 4 n an f^:- 

*f^Rft ^sfmra niRr ^i, n^ nrinm nit nrrn nR^ c^ wn nit nmRi ntt nRft t Rt 

vj^fm nit ft n^tt? ^iRi ^ vjiiTi nit nmRi ttcfi % 1 nn nmn^alt siamr 
nfcRtfdwRt rRi nit f^rf^ ^ Rn^n tRft t Rfi nrnn aramr ^nf^r^tnRR nit 
nn ^jc^nnRi nR^ nit nmf^, nRnt^n? 5Tf% nit nitn nit nmf^ ^ nmpnn: 
nRf 'tfcit ^ 1 ndi'ii nRHT t itt nin^ nn nnnn nn t, \^lni 3!vf^Rn- 
^nf^ ^ktRifi ^ 3nitcitn Rmnn gRi mm nm an. '^mtt mtt nrnrnfr ^r' 'nnmnt ^ 
^«TT nn RraRw ’ rnim c^nm nm nRnftn mamr dch-ttnit Rratmi ntf t 1 
anfRiRr Rr min ^ ntn 1^ Rp ^ ^ arm^ ^ Rrntmi nit nm nnctt t n^i 

'rnsR niRlmiR^'i srt nirn nit amfft ^ ^Rm annrnt nit M<jfd nz f^nR t^nr nfm 
aR%n ttnr t l' nnmnt nit n^Rrnt nn ^cnichn nan "aR^ nit ft mfR ^tRi ^ 
Rmtnn tf mnn nm?nit n^fctnt nit ^^crnmn, am% ^ tt R>ni nn nmni 
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t I 3Rr: FTM ^ t 8T1% ^ 3raf^ c^ ^ 314)eft 

tenr 5 R 1 ^ 1 ^ 3 TPn^ ^ f^sikui tr ift ?rn; ^ 1 1' (^ 7.209)^ 

181. > 3 ^ 4 ^ % ^ ^ efr afk ^ # ^JShR ^RR 3 jg 

•jfe ^ arj?^ XIX ^ ^ ^ sraf^ ^ ^ ^ -htj # | ^ttct ^ 

3T^f^, ^<scl ^ STRIM ^i'4ly <{ifcl ^ Pi'iti>4 iR Mgxj^ ^ fcT^ ^ ^*41 

M xnf^ ^ 3 raft % fTR # 4 ft 3 Tgf^ #ft ^ gJt araflr 

’ft fief ^ 3 Rf^ #ft WTf|<? I 

182 . 3 n^^ ft iiFr^ ft fft^TRi^ft^ > 3 cqT^ ^ ^ R’ft ?fcr?Rr ^ g^Ror’^F ftft 

flj ^ *11*1 el ft eF^t 3T^fft ^ fft>^ WTl 3f^lSid ft, ^ 2000-01 ft 2010-11 

(fftcF^ 2010) cra> ft srraTcT ijft dft ft 4 ft 3Rf^ fftft ft i anft^ gRr 2000-01 ft 
2010-11 (RldH<2010) cl^ ft 3 TFM afft ftftft 3 ri^ ft ^TM Rm ^ ftftft 
ft11ft:?r ^ fft^iT trit an I anftw ft 3fn^jR^RidM<20io era? ft artnjft jRfcT ffti? 

ft I 3 nftNt ft ftftftn 3 ifciR<w ^ ftftftn n<awft ftt ^neW n^ift nft aft ^ft 
yw'lMin fftnn 1997 ft fftnn 6(7) ft ^ aiftiHij^K n>ifcT ft w w an 1 

183 . fftcR^ n^ranft ft ^rt fftnr tft nF 3 Rfft aicftr enft ft 3ft? wn ft ten? feRnw 

ew ft ftft sift'jft 3 Rfft n? fftnR fftm rht i ^’ftfft nft fftm ft fft F^rft neel 
fftftt ftt nmft ft Rm ftt sRfft e nft ft 3 !fft^ nftf ^ ft sm: Rircftiui ftf 

3 Tftj{ii<j>d 3 Rfft nn fftnr rptt Rifftif 1 

184 . fftnRrftn wtr ft nren ft enft FfftFRT, nft 2005 ft ctp; mcnfttfl fftnR 

^ ^rn ftt tnpT ft f^ 1ft fij sunift ftt ftt^j^ftt n? ftftr ft fftRjft 

Rranefft 3jt7 ^mn-^mn nr nrar ft 3 rr ft sptr ftt fft^nnft nRft ft f^, ^nfftn 3Rfft 

nft'n WT ft eiftt ftftt 3 ftfti('j)d el * 4 ) srftft 3 iaitd fftr nft 2005-06 ft 2010-11 

cRj) ft qif 4 «p 3 nn>ft n? fftiR fftnr nm ft 1 

185 . nRn ftt wniftH wn^ nn snarm fttnr^^ ftfftn 3 TfftftFT 1975 (ft^r 168 ftftr) ft 

fftftF fttft 3 lk ^nftNt ft FFF fftnr rtfi ft 1 snft^ ^sfttn srt 5 Rfn 3 ntft 3 ntTRT 
ft 3 nnTn sn^ ft 3 n£iR n^ ^sitmn wn ftt ^^ijsnn ftt nft aft 1 wTRnn fir 

ftrftfR 3 nnm srrajft sm fftnn^ nemnft ftt 6 TO<si tr ft 1 fftftt ftt ft 

^ ft?r fftftn ft fftrT nft 2009-10 ft Ptfftid wsn (1154 ftt. sn) ftr snifter f n^ft nan 
fftxT nft 2009-10 nan 2010-11 nn>) ft feR anfftt^ gfftnpTT, fttfttn ft 3 iW 

3 nmn fftftRT ftt ^ftnJR n nRft ftft srwft ftt fttw^ nfttn frt jRfn fttftnR 

3 rnnn snnjft ftt ^n^mr n? ^ nftf ^nrar ft i nftfft fn ft nnft n? di'WRcb snmn ftt 


^ ^5«e^/i^RT202/3TRft^, 29/10/2001 WT ^TRft ft 
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^ 3TFiRr ^ ^ t I 

#frr^^ jril^ichiRii')’ ^ ^ wfr ^ ^ ^^<iH aiPim ari^ 

^ ^ afk v5% 'di4'j|p|ch tpT^ ^ w w sn I 

186. ^ f|?T^ ^eicPT^ ^ Pi^cf^ tr? tor w sir i anf^lt ^4ni 

^ ;ntcT arr^, airtM ^ w?frf^ ari^ ^ ^rrai an^^ant^ 
alT^ ^ ^tiRtcI ^ wn an ^iRi<wchdT gRi 3 r^ an^anfr^ ^ aiFira 

3TTcP^ cf?r Rm ^ 6(7) ^ TPft SRI ^im ^ 

RlmRn'Ii' %5 ^ ^ ^ aiPiRT ^ f|3Ffn ^ anf^ c^ Tt^flf^ an^ 

^l4vjlf^ ^ W W SIT 1 ^I sT^ amiTcT ^ ail<I)eH ^ ^chRid 'd14<IR 

aiFim aiT^ w sit 1 

187. <uiR;cbi<t>d1 gRi antg^-T^ ^ tttsi rTsn ^ jr^ aiRi anf^ ^THg^^ ^ 

arm^sig? ^if #rt ^ wr sir aik^nRim Rqt^ cpi aFfMt^i wri^ Tnft 

^ aigcTtgRTSf fll^-v^Rcb ^ RJT ttztt SIT I aiRmi, 3 3 dll 

Snf^lcTcfROT, v3Tt TR^ ^ ^ WqtcRi t, ^ Rcfry^ ^ apflTR 'HcUlRd 

1%^, ^T^IdT cRIT 33t|4|j| cR^^ 3^ f^l^FT ailf^ ^ aif^ TT 

TUT t I ariWi ^ ^^si ^ ^ ii^ 3jutT ^ trsi w t l ^Rirf^ arniTcfr c^ 

^T35TR fln^ cPT R?4)t|U) ^ 33^ gT^ 33qR^ gRpr TjT^ aRH 33^ c^ 

TISIRm 3!frin cicp ^rJJlRd 311^ ^ tM "fRIT t I aTelM ^aTTf^tlJ c^ 

TT viMdd^ aiRiRi aitgr^ dfsn cjit 4sRii^d ^r 3311^51 'ijxrt m tru % 1 

cM4'<d TR^t <^<3lchR gRI f^f^RcI y^lRld cTFId 3!ig?ft adcp^l T7 R-qR f^RTT TIIT ^ I Tlf^ 
^ aiRI -^J^RT IJ^cRT ^ rI t ^ 33Tr^ #R R>T ’ft 33e^ fftlRT RRI t I 

3R^ vi ^;ert <ift RftrftRcn 

188. ^UtR ft ^gTRT RtTfttR anRR R7 5R^ ^ t a/ftf 3RgR ^?J€PR/3fTc^ ^ ft 

RftrftRRT R3I RIRT fftlRT t I ^3^ ft WRTR 333TTR auft^R RSn cRRR fttf^R 

R,3RT3ft/^ftR/1/97 fftRiR3 06.09.1997 Rftt fftftRftl RTT aiRRftR RR 33R^ RRTRT t I 

aTcIRIT vjeiVl ft auftRR W't'^d RRft RRR aft? ■^^RRlf vJHMld f^Rad fftftgftf 
RtRfttRRT ^ RTR ^?ft ^ RTRoft ^R sjfRi 3R^ fft)RT t fftRI-RI fftftRR ^ vSTRI IiRu|H c^ 
ftR 30 ft 32 ft fft^n RRT t I 

189. fftRftlgft RSIT TjftfRRT/anRRRft 3ftft aRR Rd^cg R^RTlft ft ftt ^TJxRT gft RftlfttRRT 
arjftsi fft^ ft aft? ?rftr fftftRft cr RRpftR rr arftlRfttR tr 3i?gd ft I Rsiifft 33 #^ 
R?c| 33gfrR ft 3IRlf£R7 ftRftRRT ft gift T? aiTRfft Rft ftt aft? Rft fftRT sn fft ftRcT 

anfftR^ RRRT^ ft ?rftf?R RRftftcR aURj-sl ?? ftt TUstRI dft fft? 35 n ?R 3 ft ft, aiR: ?ftcR? 

R^ fftRT 3?TRT Rlfft? I 





[*5Rii—^^3'>5 3(i)] <iR?r ^ Tnnra ; 33 

190. >3?^ ^ (5^ ^ tri^DIFT ^ ^ 30 % 32) ^ W t I 

3ToiM iiF ^ ^ ^{m\ t ^ vm ^ 

5RI ’fMt^Rrr ^ 3i^»ff^ 3i^ ^ ^ 11 ^ ^ ^ vsn t ^ ^ T r»ft <;w 
^3^ xjfrar^ f^f^lH 3TT^^ HHcJu^'l' ^ ^hM-fl^Jdl ?Rnj f I 

191. ^atqm Rq^iNcfl ^ 7 afh? ^gffqR ^ 3.2 ^ 

^ i\mH # I qif^«hi<hdi qjT ^ S5;g^ jrjs ar^te q# t, ^ ^ q)q%r 

t f^RT^ jra>C ^ ^ q5«rft ^ oiiM^ifJldj llcT Hfcl<J>cld: fl^ l ftd ^ t alk 

4||Rj<1>l<l5dt ^ I^ttcT Tf ^ •;ffjp5f yg53 ^ f | ^gsffrr gR[ -JlTj 31 ^;^ 

^ q'lM'fl^dl JRH ^ qrnft t I 

qfife arrara 

192. aiFITd ^ WJ^ 3T^«T %:- 

1 ) 'fflH|J^c<h ai(?jRi|H. 1975 q5t «IRr 8^: ^ WJJliH q>T 

cFTT^ m arf^rajR 

'HydjK ^ ^ q? vjq^ew t, qrd ^ 

t ^TRcT ^ f%# q^ qq anqRT ^ qf9?T ’TTSTaft 3fR ^ f^llM ^ 
f^qi 'Jiicii ^ 'itjVl •<l'4l'{ 5lf^ ^ 3FiqT qq ofl'd 1^ q? 

dvjIMd if ari^f^ddl qq^ q>^ q^ q^^WtqR WU ^rqqft t I 

2 ) ’Wtqrq qRR qq : 

1 . q^ WZI ^ ^rqiq q7 'iWlMiq x3qm ^qc^ cPft ?IFX ^ ^ 

^ ^ % f^iHf^f^d jnqenqt ^ arfjRor ^r q? fcFu t ^ 

^3?7Tq cPT qqq^ ^ anqm ddiiqd ^ f^R^rar araqr ^ qf^ 
qrqrarf ^ ^ arcntq I^ftt qq ^ f’ fwRi% vjyVi qjt qrf% 

^ t anqqr ^ cpt ^3?ri t fyRT^ qq^q qqpf arqqr flcqqi ^ ^ qfcRq^^^rcqr^ 
qq vjcHiqi t^Fq qqqr % I 

193. f^d«)«s q^rqq^ % q? qrqi f^qi ^ f% aqqTcT qq?Jt aqqs^ q^t 2009-10 q>t ^cTTF 

2010-11 (toq^io qq>) if eta 27o^ 37oq5t ^^ qt t afRaqqRT # brt ft 
^ ^ <jf^ cfqr aTqqr >ic^’{a4)q qft f I ^qcf if ^3RT-cq?q qi^q *n+i<ri if qq qq? qqqsi 
ir qj?r qr 1% "brt ft if" qr^ ^ otenJ ’jjcIct^ f^qefqw ^ f; q^ qieq^ iqfSrqq^ ^ 
R^fq ^ ^'id ^ q^t f^ffci ^ ^ qft f aftq q ft q? dicq4 f f^?^qq if 

3iqf^ ^ afq if ft Mdl^d f^rfM q? Rf^ite m % eqpT qqqr qrffq: 


2092 GI/11—5 
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^ t ^ 3r4t#? ^ ^ w an 

‘otw w T5r t' ni^^ nn t anmwi ^ ft ffir ki4>ni4> aft? w ^ 

ft #ft I cblRiii ^ ai^'HK nlfci nrjnait ^.an^ w 

T?i t’ nmm ^ jnf^mn^ ^ ^ cn^nci ^ amf^ aiMci t I tt ^r' 

anMlTi Pi chin % 'anw w ^ t' nmm g5t arrezn 
%gT an - ^ *^fn 'ntf fan, fan, aiR^cn annr aiamr ^ arf^nn 
an^' ^ Tfiq if MOnf^d t I ^ if 'bict tt ^r ’ ?ii^ ^ nn 

aiM^ t I c^ ^ ^ nnf^d f^ifM nn 

f^^tfi aiMci ^ t I fnn^T nKnt n? “ift ^ t % Rj^c^nui if ^ ^ ^ 
amPr c^ 3 rt ^ sn^ f^iPrnf n? tt emn ^nm ^nflij i ftri flw t f^ 

"^■'(fl ^ 1998 C^ TJ^ ^ f;?RT 1999 c^ ^ n5t "nt ?t, ^ 

ar^5n ^ nt%^ ^ t f^Riif ^ w t anmcfr if ^ ^ ft ?t i (^ 

7.204)^ 

194. ^TT-T^ci 3Kfmni nPT^ if anttc^tn Pchin gRi n^?w? tt? wn nf^iin ^ % 

n?n nr an f% anniTfr ^ ^ nr^ ft tPfr wtIItt 3tk cnm sn f^:- 

f^; wi ^ sn, % ^sKTtnra c^ arjc^n 2.1 if 

33?nT^ ^ fW w t, ■fui'nchi an^ ^ nPfn nr^aif if. 

Pnnr w ^ t i' ?ti n^ ^ anmcff ir ^ Prartvui ^ ^wi tt 

tt, 6if^ ^ t i% armicff ir ^ ?t t, ^ \JcnWi ^ annm (^) nf^ 
TT^jr-aft if 'f^ w ^ t' lam: ^!j;qTi-enfn nr^n ^ fn tf wm t 

w 4Tcr arrarrif if ^ '?th tf if' ft #ft ^nfttr zm aiPinm ^ t w 
wfi 5RI Tp? PreikuT ^ amt^ ^ fm ^ ^ amPr cm> ^ 

3ft< “T ^ n5t amf^ c^ am ?Tn? ! ^'HiPh wi ^ ^ 3jc^ Phni 

t, ?rcT tt ^ aii^ nr cnn ^rmr mflr?, arm amPr nff ^ 

arqf^ vf ^M§m aricf^gf ti f ^ amm ^ ^ w=n ^nrfl^T 1 ^anPr ^ 'f^ 

^ f ’ ^ ^nrn t f^ fTi wr mrnt anTimf c^ 3 tsrr (aiajfn nf^) Tnr nr ff% ^ 
t I 


aid:, w arcPT-arcm nm^ t wtr amf^ ^ am if amimf if ^sffnm niTR 
m arjc^ 2.1 nTcFn ^ aiffiR nPPi annmf c^ nPr^ t n? im 4m nr Prtr 
tf■'IT cpn 4T^ c^ 4T4^ cfft ^ \3dnd cf^t {^) nPfn 

’TTTnait if annrm if (anft ■’ft) tf Ttt t I Jj^cnfcFT if f^'n n^rmif nn enm w wni 

rrr1%T ^ ^ nRfPmj amf^ ^ am if nft amPr cftcmr ciair tjwt 

TcnF'nfiia} ifg;^ ^ ^ cffnm ^ #iTr t i 


’4S^<i» ‘t,T?T20rVW\4ra 29/10/20G1 3hT%f-T-?n^ nT|T7 ipTr^ tT 




[ qpT 3(i)3 




35 


WT f^lf% ^ ^ ?rcT ^ # ft ^TPJcT cfjjft. ffe 4 

^ ?l4t, '^f^ 31^ ^ ^ 3TRntfr ^r ^ ^ arf^ ^ ^ t I 

fcrq^ l^cf^ WT ^ ^ wr ^r ft 1^ ^ ^f wrt ^ 

^?T^ t. f^SRTgST STT^nTT ‘(^) ^ ^TTSTafr # uTT ^ f 3TW ^T ?Fft 
TTr5TT3Tf ^f f^>3n w ^ t, ^ Piy^’^ui ^ srr^ ^ w?n ciwt 
^ tr -nt t sTsrar ^ 3 t^ wm ^ ^ ^ 3tt ’if t i (^ 

10.162 ^ 10.165^) 

195. ^r 3l4)cfl4j Pl4>H ^ g>t sft % ^ yRij^ ^ P | t|iyu | ^ 

STT^TTcft ^ ^ 3i^ vITW ^ 3r?f^ ^ ^Ixi*! 3<Nldl ^ H^Rl ^ WW ^ ^ 'STT^ 

arfte^ ^ gfilctF TT7 ^ ?n:- 

'FT ^ WTcT f % 3Tf^ 2.1 ^ ^ 3T^ ^ 

^;FT^ 30371^ ^ t I ^ ^14 cT JTToTTsff 3TTW 3S|T ^ 

t* cFTcWi;fl ^ FHT t % SnWf ^ ffit ft tMt aflT ?i^cl >3?CfT^' 

^ (?Fft ) *1l^l3Tt ^ Sri'iFId v5ir^ 3311^ t I FT 'ZI? 4t *1M^ t 35fra 

3T^ ^ 3T^ -^r arrmcfT ^ ^ vim Mil^iehi^ ^ ^ v?m ^ % 5^ 

WTT^ m 3TT^IT^ FT^ ^14cT 3Tr3T3Tf vIT ^ t I* (^ 367)® 

196. f^rm1oi%cr <iifci<»>i ^ vim 3r^ ararfcT 2005-06 ^ 2010-11 ci^) ^ an^ 

7R4t 3Ttg5% ^?rf3f 3T3T t :- 


^.7f. 

cllf 



■HI 

2005-06 

4,077 



2006-07 

5.652 

1,575 

EH 

2007-08 

6,860 

1,208 

EH 

2008-09 

5,606 

-1.254 


2009-10 

10,090 

4,483 

6. 

2010-11 (qiRcf)|<j>a) 

11,109 

1,020 


2010-11 (R'MM'T,2010 ^) 

8,332 



^ 2005-06 ^ 

7,032 

' 


3IT^ ^ 


“ ^«c^/^Tim248/3IR 11 /07/2003 ^f€lcl 4 -ti^ISld 

^ 248-54/^/3117 3«^/#Tm 258-59/1^/3117 ^T^TT TSfHTO ITR^ 4 TR^IcT 

31'ftcfli| PTcbliJ 
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Import Volume 

12,000 . -.- 



2,000 - 



-—Quantity in MT 

ifir. ^ 


197. aTRIRT ^ 3TTerR ^ 2005-06 ^ ^ amTcff ^ 

^ 2010-11 {(^*^<10 172% ^ ^ ft t I 

198. 3TRRfi ^ 3 ItTM 51^: aTRTcfr ^ 2005-06 ^ ^ 2006-07 ^ 39% 

ffir 3fk 2007-08 ^ ^ ^ ^ 21% ^ ft I 2007-08 

^ ^ 2008-09 ^ aiTW 18% ^ f^RT^ 3nt sJt I ^ 2008-09 

mi 3Rsipft fRras ^ ^ w ^ ^ snwf ^ mm m m<iiM 

^ gjRDT snt ^ \3rTtiT#T ^ Jig^ ^ t i dif^<w 

ct^'lR^n ^ ^ TR 3TFiTcfr % 3 tt^ ^ f :- 


^ 3jt? *11^^11 ^ 6 ^ 3TraRr 


f^TI gif 

^ ■rrai 

3iraRT 

*1f^i ^ ■^i 

SfRTfT (^. 5^) 

2006-07 

1570 

3336 

2007-06 

3287 

3158 

2008-09 

1795 I 

2980 

2009-10 

1831 

6030 

2010-li(^^cTgj) 

1258 

5328 


199. ^ 23007-08 ^ cptR^ii 3rlR tl vj?n^ ^ hwt ^ ^ 

2007-08 ^ gcPIT 2008-09 ^ ^hfFT cb^^l 3jk ^ ^ ^ 3TRM 4 26% ^ ^ 3nt 
aft I ^ ^ 5% ^ ^ aft I ^ 2008-09 ^ fcRT ^ ^ 2009-10 ^ 


St' S S 












[*tFT ..- —— ■” — 

^ 3n?n?f 4" 3r^^ If 3ftt‘% seoe 

(79.98%) fr W arr I 4483 ^ 4mc?H 3050 ^ 

3jk ^ CPT iiVKH 36 ^ an I 2008-09 ^ 5 ^ cFOY 

v3q^ ^ gjfRnr ^ anmn ^r fMn 2009-10 ^ 102 % n>t ^ |f i ^ 

1Mai ^ 2010-11 W) ^ # ^ ^ I 

200. 3rraTcT ^r ^cRrw ^ ^cRt ^ ^ «ikr 

t> 


g'f 

aim (^Tj1«i^ 

^fqWH ^dHI ^ 

arram (% ^r) 

2005-06 ^ 

100 

88.74 

2006-07 

153 

135.60 

2007-08 

124 

109.60 

2008-09 

^ ' 100 

88.43 

2009-10 

157 

139.02 

2010-11 (R'H*<iv 
< iiract^^d 

207 

184-87 


201 . wrR[?T ^cRT ^ anancT ^r |f t 2010-11 »f ^ ^ rra> n|w 

■w f I ^ |cpn ^ arRRf ^ aim ^ # 96% ^ ^ |f t i 

WTRn ^ IcRT # aimi ^ 2008-09 n>t 2009-10 ^ 51% alt? 2009-10 

^ |[?RT'^ 20lCh11 ^ 45% ^ |f f I 

202 . ■'3m 4^ ^ SIR ^ ^ ftj.^ ari^Rn ppET 3imft ^ 

naiT ^eRn^RJ ^ % ff aft afr? aim |f ^ ^ # # ff afr, xjg>iW ff aft afk ^ 
^ ft aft I 

amctnft R l tld4 B 6H 

203. 3i^f#TT - (f# nRcn) anft^ftn f%mi % aif^tw mci %nT t 

amnl^ ye4UhH ^ ^ ^ tmdt # f ^ amn%n aft i 'aiJRmt^ ye4ijbn‘ 

^ 4? y<iHij»>*i ai^f^ f fyRi^r >3 rr ^ aim ^ nrar ^ ^ it yn?n 

f, '3dTc3^t ^ aif^ |f ft aiaRT ft^ ^ i^cRT ft, 'atMr^iRia * ft I 

1^rmr ^ idt rr^ ^r dt xjn? f^ft^ nn vjcct^ an n5?T rr an % 

tRq? nrat f^R uenijb*! awRiflR ^ fRi Rff^r i anMn % n^tf^ - %artt 

f ari^RcT an ararnr^ci ^Rnm ^ wim fRr t ^ ^ % 

WR^ dt aft 2 flk rR n? ^renm youif^id aramr aii?nf^d nff an i 


^ chlRyi ^r sritcttn f^icpra 45t ^ % se 
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204. R<f»'ra ^ (t^) aif^TRcT ^ SR 'dlMrillf^ld 

^edTsf)H ’ ^ 3T^€n ^ ^gftTR cTP; ^ ^ f^I%' ^TcTR ^ ^ ^ 

% 'yddlri^Hli' m v3c^« SR I 

205. 'll4^0 ^*lcf RR SR ticRisff 4R Rdl-vjcHI WT 

3T5R2nf^ ^ 3iraR WR #:- 

^ feR t R> 3RF^ ^ 3R^ ^ TRRRj(5TT SR, 

RtR^ TRST ft 3T^ TT^Slt ^ 1?%^ dSR TJ^ ^ sfrf SRI 

^ t^Rra^ 3 iR tR ^ fWcT R>t ’TR ^1 cTRIcIR ^ 4>m 

3TmMt 8ft r 

206. ^iRlcblcbdl ^ ^ Tr5TT3Tf ^ vJ^« t ^ aRTrOTf^Rf ydHIsbH # aisrfcl (?p) 

xjR ^R^rarnf^ ^ 3^^ 3lk (^) tf?^ ^rrt ^r Rtt f«nFr^ ^jrot 

f^chf%d '^srff aik ^ ^3?tR^ ^ RTR ^r dc^'y^ly f^iyiRE’ I Rrfc|«m>dl % ?T5jT ^R5sr 

^RT t (f^ ^ rRorr ^ 27 I 

207. SI? ^ i^ yIRR t spIksR ^ Rt 2009 ^ Rlf^ 

^R^raRitc^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Ws3 t; 

-?Rk ^RlkfSRf^ WSRT - kt 6 iM# vJdJIdd SRRR ^ 33lfm 

RTRd ^ anRft ^5lpf RT t ^ RfcRRl^Wi SRT R’tRR RjR ^ ci7i4*11fcl 

aTqTRT Rik ^ RjRor ^ sfR rWT ^T PRIR^ aR^ t I RTRfR ^ 

4R#% cf5t Rnft aik '+))vS'Wicb R^t aiRjM rr^ rt^ WT 3ff4^ c^ ^si aM 

RR7R 4)•I ^ RIRIR ^ m 4'?I R^t BrRI OTcR RT Mfct^R ^ RRT'R RRIRR R7 ^ 
l^kiR^ ant, f^RT^ ^RR RTRRRdT aik aii^ ft I 

208. 4)-I aik r> 1 Rri ^ ansiifctd R^arf nr RiflR r 4 2008-09^ ^ ^Rm ret?i: 42.70 

Wnr/f^^RT. Rsn 10.35 'WR/fcpRT. c^t R7 ^ RTER^Eft HRTRT RRI SIJ | 4t nt 

Rlf^RR ^ Ri\Rr 1 ^ aiTRRT aitRv^ ^T ^ k#R r 4 aisrtR 2008-09 RTR 4T#%, kt 6 

#M tg WRi neziRcff arcRSTT t, c^ anRmt ^ nnki ^ kit nt t I 

209. ?T[k aiefTRT ^#3 Tl r^Rri ^ AR^tlk ^ 3nRRT R>t ?Rnt nkm R>4t ant 3tk R? r4 

2008-09 ^ 3.54 am.tgicR/fknT. It iRRR 2.68 am.^lfRT/fknT. 7? nt sft, RiRfk ^ nr 
^5WcR RT RT MIdkfsft ^ecR ^ r 4 RnTRI nRT SR I 

cptfkiT Ir it 4 ^ snniR 

j krftR R^ j Rrar Rt. CT ^ T~ k 




^ fcr?r iTRTRra, rrr rwt? r?! aifSf^RRT n. 










w ^ wra : araraROT 






1 

2005-06 

10815 

3.20 

2 

2006-07 

11492 

2.57 

3 

2007-08 

15465 

2.67 

4 

2008-09 

23631 

3.54 

5 

2009-10 

23118 

2.68 

6 . 

r2010-11(l%a^?ra0 

13036 

2.69 


[fell ^Hi5ac<t> ^irich^ 


210. ^ W8IT ^ 4 ^ $cpi4 <1^*10 ^ ajW R*^fc<fea air«<Pi ^ 

w 11w t%g>rf^^^^r 4 ^srramg»kcr^ 

^ ^ 3?RRf «l>l*ia ^ ^ ^ I aicIM ^ *'lf^<lt 4 ^ 

srPTTcf ^ ^ ^ 3iT2rrat ^ ^ w hic*i'^»J1 cnrnr wiT^ ^ 

arafcT 2008-09 ^r ft aft I 




^ 3FT.^feR/ f^jUT. ^ 


1 ^ 

2006-07 

3.09 

2.85 

2 ^ 

2007-08 

3.13 

3.02 

3 

2008-09 

3.83 

3.88 

4 

2009-10 


2.91 

5 

2010 -11(1^^-?^) 

3.10 

2.94 


^ ^ W t % ^ W OT?n ft ’IFT ^ fcRT ft 1 1 

ft?ft 5TW «jNy[cJ gjnrftt ft 70,000 ftt. «FRIT ^ fft^n t ^ gftf^ 

^ ^ ’TR ^ fcPTT ft ftt wftt 3Tfftg> ft I Mcf ^1X507 ciaTT 3<f^R<W 31?^ ftf 

^ eiw ^Rftt SRT TRr fftft^I ^ 8?^ ^ 3Tft1^ ftiftt I 


211. ^’ft^OTFT ^ 198 ft ^ cnf^ ft ?!an ftH % iTR?r ft vjfRnftk 

vS^I^ ^ 3TRl?r ^R€ft 3Tra^ ^ ft I ^ ^FIT ft % ^ STraifctcT wfTWFft^T >dClTq 

W \3^cR ^ TR WenM Rttttj ^ ^ 4T^ cfftf^ ^ STRrftt ft 3050 ftt. (102%) 

^ it 3fk ft^T ft flj 3TRT?ff ft ft^ ft 3nt I 

212. RWoSJlftt ftftt ^ ftt^ Sndlftl^l^d ^at^ TR 3fR ^ ^^RUT (f<S!IcT: 

3Tft^t5jT, t^ ^ ftt^) ft ^RRt afR gft »TR ft fft^Nd 3nt ftt I cWlfft 1TR5T ft 3RR ^ 

^ ^ ft«il%?r 3TT^ ^ w f|j fft^gcznftt fttt ^ ftt^ ftt ’tt^ ft zm 

^ ^ vJcHiqi ft ft I fttft f^ TR 3ft^ ^ 2005-06 ^ 2009-10 ^ ft 

^ ft I ^ 2005-06 ^ ^cRT ft tft^ ^ ■^?rtft ft i ^ 2005-06 ^ ^cHT ft 
^P!lft ^ ft 62%> 3fR c^ ^3cWT ft 52% ^ ft t I 4Ru|IH«^ 


OTY fcrf^PRtcTT ^ cfcRTT?^ 
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I 


CI^IX «BT ^cT >30IIQ»1 



CN>S <P\ vJc^Ri^ 000 *1^1 A 

^1 000 ^ 

2005-06 

60032 

53421 

2006-07 

73545 

62326 

2007-08 

81103 

70810 

2008-09 

82107 

69733 

2009-10 

97137 

81448 


214. yciHljbH Oiy^ll^ld t 3fk ^ Wcfel W 3fk 13^ ^ 

air-mRtd ^ ^ ^ wf? |3 it f^R?^ ^3ff ^ sirarcfr ^r ^ 

it I 

^Hk aftr ^ ^g?RT 

215. ^IftfSith 5i>nf : ""'Nk aTf% " ^ ^ f^if% ^ wn fcr^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ «if% 3 tM^ t :9 3fk "ktk eif^ % ^ick" ^ k#? «Tf^ ^ aik 

3rR1^^ ^IcRT 3 TMcT t i^° 

216. ^ ^ 3Pkk>T - 3fk ^ ^ siaicn ^ 

% ’IFT^ ^ ^ knki : 

^ ^ ^ f BTtrkt ^ ^ ^sikHT 3T^^ 4.1 (^) 3ik 4.2(^) ^ 

mtokt % ifF g^fficT ^Act ^ t % erf^ cj>rcp ^ 

P‘1'-Held 3IT ^ t 3T2?fcr Tift? srpT 3T2T^ ^JTT% ^ f^jfcT ^ t I ^5FT 

'!l<^^ Hl(t|cp|>{l % 'Hdy ^ ^ ^ffcT cfjTTck % tlddlft’dl % ^rkk ^ 3TtHT Pefk^ 
cfR^ 3i^pRT t rnfep ^ PkiffkT PfTzn ^ ^ ^?kKT ^jzjkr ^3irm ^ 

f^lpTjff A "^^TRTI aic^lPrcfj Pr^" <m TIFT^ ^ t l ?F 3T#T^-^d^ % FFT^ 
^ pRjR % ^ cTcRTcJi ^ f : 

enft ?kn t ^ ^ f^jPr cit^ ^fPirr 

cpRcf)t ept till'd ^ ddlld efft 'dd'U f^rPf ^ *^ei|icf5d f^<JI 'jrTcTT t pRT^ 

Prtrffkr fc^ ^ ^ Pp cFziT ^ f^rPr 4r "iriika ^fFm P^Pr" ft t — 

^4^ cFRcp % TJe^lPfJF ^ ?Tr STRT ^ gqPld cfvFTT 3jPc|l4 ^ t Pf) ^ 

cfJRcp ^ "PKNd" 3IT ^ t I ^dl^>!U||sf PfRp FPT^ ^ pTf^l, T^WJR 3fk ddllc^^dl 


^ #HI?J(5?f5 3?fi>f^m. 1975 <fft md 8 (6) (^) 

10 <flHIVJcd) 1975 !^m 8 ^ (6) {'El) 

'' 3R^1cPI - 3il't^f<l4j| 3ft7 dl'j] ?flfrld 3T2fcn ysiflfcld ^TPfl ^ Rnlt) ■5«c^ €t/^ EJTI 

17751 78/3IR 21 -12-2000 ept i^?T 7.203 




['IFTII—3(i)3 


fm ^ wnr : arortiRwi 


41 


^ irqfrcT 3IT t ^ ^ '‘q#<T WI ^ W 

afk ’frtk 5if^ ^ ^ mRuih ^ cj^'^mi vmw i ^ ^ ^ 

«bK«bl ^ PKNti ^ am ^T^j^ft ^ ?^I% f^ll^ ^ sjeil^i ^ 

TOI ^ W W WcTT t I " 

217. ^ xiiMT t - -^ftitMiii gsTR % arj^ 4.2 (ip) aft^ ('{wImm 

?jegj m aifi l giM aft^ P i ^Rui) 1997 % 8 % ar^ ^ dct)^<p"l ^ ^ w 

31^^ t 4>R4^ afk ai^ 4JR?pf ^ ^JIPTT 

xfiflij cn% ararai "n^ «Tf^ % ^ci^ ^.Piyk“i ^ ^ i ctsitI^, ^ 

A ^ ^ t ^ ^c^icbd ^ ^ ^ w^rr 

xnf^ ftj ^ ^ fcT^ % d«zif afk 'H'«if^ ^ f^if^ ^ 

^ ^ ai^-aicTn Tim^ ^ aicm-aim ^ aic^-ar^ ^ I yc^ 

<ijxf)<i^ chKch % *i<»4j|<bd aiPltii4d: Udf^id aim?y^ ^ t ^ yc4yj 

^Rcp A "f^irra^" aiT ^ t 1 yy? ’tft^ A f^, #5 ftr afk ddiidcbdi ^ 

irafe f^prms: an t IwRi^ >3^ 4>t f^if^ ^ “yyfin wi yn w 
ajk 4tfk ^ yf^WR ^ -iii41(^d ynym l ^ w^A A ^ 
yjTTtpt ^ Pi'^idd an % y^ §'fi4> yiy^^ dHii f^lci vjc^Vi y?t "yyfyr 
^?nnT yy yni ^ ^i^ t i 5^ y^ '<i4)«i«g yy^ afk any yyn 
^ yyyftyft yyy % aicnyr y? «R5^ t yyn y?fty y^ l^if^ y^ yyry ^ici^ 
yi^ -dH'ivi ^fiyy y>R£hl ^ eziR ^ ^ yrafry y?t yyy f^if^ yy ^jyytyR 

tyjyi yrrcj i 

218. dd^^R yifrf «Tf|r aryyr y»fly sif^ A> ^ y>^ A A 

df^Rsid wA\ y>R^ afl7 AAt^ «if^ aRiyr iMIy ^ A* A> A> ^Fryn 

3ny y^ f^yR %yT yyr t l ’ft y>Ry> ^ a<u'yi41 y# ypy yyr t i ^iyy 
cpRtyR w ^ ’ftrR ^FRd ^ny?T yjRyft aft? yyrt^ ^#y A> yfcRyyf yft 

m fAm yyr t i ft’ft^ «ft^ ^iw ftftk ^ ^ayy 

^?fty yft f^if^ yy yyiy ^Rift yr^ wm yryn yyyyft % ^jsfty yryu 

l^rf^ ft> ^i<?yi<bd yy aiitj'if^ t t 

219. d'di^d anyrnf A y^ y?fty yy yr^ny 1%yyTT ^ t : mtciyy ft niy^fty 
wrftf yy 1%yyn afry yiyftty yMR ft fy anyRT fftfIcT f I 

dlf^d>l 7 


fty y4 

jd ^(viny fty ft 
yiyftk g?iW yy 
%RiT % (^qfttyiO 

5>d dNK fty ft 
anyid ^ I^rtt 
% 

$d «IMK fty ft 
IT. y. yy % 
f^ym ('{iftly^g) 

2005-06 

100 

54.92 

100 


^n*T^ A ^s?c^ ^ 3ft ^ ^ #> ^ 139 qy «itiiRci i 


2(^2 01/11—6 
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2006-07 

79 

64.57 

60 

2007-08 

91 

59.19 

62 

2008-09 

96 

56.83 

70 

2009-10 

73 

67.21 

69 

2010-11(f^. 
cR>.) ^ifW 

69 

68.92 

66 


-2 

'Indian industry indexed Total import^Indexed 



220. dli^chi ^ w ticT^ t ci^ 2008-09 ^ 

^ ^ &Wclf ^ eFTNlT W STI, ’TR^ ^ 

WT t aiFTRff <rT ff WI t I ^smR ^ 4 ^TRclta 

% %# ^ 3fl>r ^ 2003-09 q=j^ ^ ** cf)t i^RT^ v-illt t I ^ ^ 

2009-10 sfcT 2010-11 ^ ftWl | ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ sft I 

3?T^^?io Fi^f ^ifTn ^ 3ii?TR ^ % ”* q>r ^ **% %T=fn wn t sfk 2010-11 

4 -g^ciR **% FtnzfT t ! 

221. arraRfr % -nmm w t I 

222. cTif^i 4 ^ f4sf4, HFT 3fhr TTm % yfrisjid 4? ^ 4 

f4# t; 


?nf^'^T-6 




i 'iT 

N.y. f?M 
r%ff^ 

J'cH Efr 

% TTI 4 

TFT cfJT % 

j P005 -06 

Tto I 

100 

r 100 











*ntif ^ Ti^nni : 3??n«rR®F 


2006-07 

70 

118 

60 

2007-08 

97 

156 

62 

2008-09 

93 

133 

70 

2009-10 

139 

202 

69 

^BHU 

143 

217 

66 



223 cf^ 2005-06 ^ ^ iTFT ^ ft ^ 4 

P‘1 ’'Held ant 4 I cTsnft, ^ 2008-09 4 tn^n4J4t ^otf> cFTn? ^ ^ n4 2009-10 
2010-11 4 ^t4cj >3i4n cf4 4 ^ ^ ft I 4 ft ^ ^ ^ it ^ 

% arf^ ^ t 11^ nt 2008-09 4> str aiFTRft 4 ^ t i 

224. PiHf^fed dif^cbi 4 ^ anwf -c^ nfef c{4n?r, wm 

cf4 f4ff4 cfW aik ^ f4^4rT ^ t I 


dl(^cM-9 


PiTfliJ c|^ 

05-06 

06-07 

07-08 

08-09 

09-10 

10-11 

mdi'j'ltn >Hf^a 

arraint ^ m^ci ciTl^ici 
(^./f4nn.) 

229.73 

192.66 

147.02 

247.29 

192.59 

189.84 

vJ?fW ^ 

100 

90 

82 

113 

103 

103 
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— 




^ Piyfd 

«nl*id 

100 

90 

79 

110 

93 

89 


225, ^ snWlr ^ ^ W t ^ 2008-09 % ^ 

3TraTcT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3ik ■^Tf >3^ ^ 

W^T ^jt’TcT ^ ’ft ^ aft in? pRbTcTI ^jITcTT t % ^ nftRcT n? 'Hc|fe aTTOt 
% HPT % «)Nvrj^<< ki^cj^ 'dejVi nft f^flH TmrfftrT ^ ^ i 

226. vJc^i<{h;- Pi**if«I^ci diloi0i ft nrf^ simR vjifcnfttH 'JcHR' ^ 
n^ifnTHnrt i 


dll^cbl-10 




Jf>. 

ft. 

fftdt4 4if 

vldJKH 

«PRn(E.E.) 

ddlKd ftt.E. ft 

1 

2005-06 

100 

100 

2 

2006-07 

104 

91 

3 

2007-08 

140 

136 

4 

2008-09 

140 

138 

5 

2009-10 

149 

158 

6 

2010-11(ftft. rI4>.) 

149 

131 


227. cf^ nft ft nft 2006-07 ft ^3atn ^ ^jcwt ft ^ i 

actf?nTcf nr^ ft hft nft 2009-10 ft *** ftt.E. ft «r?^ *** 

ftt.^. ?t vinft fti cbKUj vjftftr ft 3Tnftt §frtt ft cfft i nanfft, hpt ft ^ 

^ ft> 6irc«^ nn vidiKH «TH?fT ft? ^ i ammr ft cPTTcTR ^ 

^ % cpR^ vjcMKH nft 2009-10 nft ft 2010-11 ft yechx! ***% ^ w I 

228. nrsiR ft hft % ftnft ft wniftlH ^3 ptt^ <hhctt PinfciRsid nrf^i 
ft n^rfnr nm ft I 


dllcIcbl-11 


ftftttr gft 

ftIHdT dMftJI % ft 

ftn ftt.3, fti 

2005-06 

100 

7,424 

2006-07 

88 

8,753 

2007-08 

97 

11,590 







n—3(i)] 


iror ^ : araiwt 


4S 


2008-09 

98 

9.864 

2009-10 

106 

15,011 

2010-11(ft'ff. a^.) <ilR<J>1j>d 

88 

16,117 


229. % «iR?n ^ ^ ^ ***% ^ fflr ^ ^rmR ^ ^ 

***% 3fl^ ^ 2009-10 ^ 2010-11 ^ ***% ^ P l ^Nd 3n^ I >3Sff^ % «R?TT 
viM^Vi ^ Psmz ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ ^ % «iN'^ «RcTT >3y<iiVi 

f^RT^ ant t l 



230. Pinf^Rad d l f^chi ;5?fm SNT ■r\^ dcMKd ^ ^ 3TFFt TH? 11 
^ ^ vin^ t 'icMKH ?Rcn a>T vJM^jVi ^ ^ ^ ^ 

2010-11 v3cMI<<d aite ^ % I 


d lf ^> 12 



2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

W? adJKH Ui 

100 

780 

297 

947 

^NI^JI M4I dcMIdH A\C. ^ 

100 

780 

297 

948 


231. Hid'JitJI: PiHf^Rad dif^cbi ^ nTf^^cfj aneiR aft^ JTra^ t I 

3TcTM, PiHf^RsId TITTJi 3iW ’TTcRjxft cWT ^Tlf^ ddIKd % an^ '<i#«l<g' 
W7 ^ ^<<K ^FIT ^ I 


dlfel<hl-13 





ft#? ^ 

a?l'Hd Hld-Ji# 


1 

2005-06 

100 

100 

2 

2006-07 

157 

91 
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3 

2007-08 

286 

136 

4 

2008-09 

268 

138 

5 

2009-10 

298 

158 

6 

2010-11 {f^. q^.) 

365 

131 


iinp-5 


Average Inventory ..— Product ion 



232. ^ ^ W ^cIcRTT t % cfft ^ cf^ 2005-06 ^ 

^ ^ ^ t I Hld'(i=n ^ ^ ^ ^ 2009-10 cTSiT 2010-11 ^ ^ ^ I 

I 2009-10 ^ ^ ^ ^ 3T^ it) ^ ***% cf>t 3nt sJt, cf^ 

2010-11^***%^^^! 

233. HTcRJ^ ^ ^ cpH cf)tHrI ^flcff^ SIRTclf % cpm ^ t I 

234. irora : -qw ^ t fcp ^ ^ 

^ t I arram ^ ^ # 4? wr ^ t cpfir% ^ ai^l^ 

yft'wyf ^ 4?! ^ t i ^ ^ ^ 

amncff % «fjR^ w^ptRcp yfcR^mt t ^ ^ arkicr vjf^ tR ^ ^ bIt i 
mwt ^ I cTsnf^I, ^ 'iDfK «flf^ aTsim siT^ IcT^^ aiaicjT 

'3'M^ qq’ fctRIT wTTcTT ciq 4^1^ ^ Ti^ RflTl, vi^Kcrjcii 

anf^ % ^ ^ mRcIc^h cf5t arm ai^flRT ^ t i ^ q^Rcp f^TRt^ gfri'Rsft vJcmkI qft 

q? Mr bI^ f afr? f?T ^fM ^ amim ijRtPtcp ariFft t afk 

Tl^ vd£j'l''l cffl f^fd yrrrq cET PitllyiJI 4R^ aflY 3TRTRT ^ it> ^bK^i') cf^ 

aiH^ % ^ ai^fecT ^ t I 












235. PlHl^RsId dlf^'l ^ STTOTcf tF>t ^Jt^TcT ^ 

3ik ^ cTFRr ^ t i 


«n(^-l4 





2005-06 


2006-07 


2007-08 


2008-09 




198.98 


135.55 


205.66 


162.14 


161.98 


229.73 


192.66 


147.02 


^47.29 


192.59 
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10 2010-11 ^ ^ 2005-06 ?Tsn 2006-07 % ^ ^ ^ ^ | ^ 

c|^ 2009-10 ^ ^ cjftHcT ^ cFft an^ I 

237. f«f# ^ ^ ’EI^ ^3^ ^ ^ ^ ^ X[cfj 'H^dcb t fv5RT% 

aTFITcff ^ sir^iR ^ ^ I 3IT?ITcTf % cfcfTTH 

HiC'ix'ltJl <plHd ^ ^I’^l ^ % I 

238. cTFRT ^ ^ 2005-06 ^ 2009-10 Wd *** ^ afW 

>3?fm ^ ^ ^ *** ^/ter. ^ ^ ^ TT^ wrM ^ TO ^ 

ant w 3nw -^m ^ 36.85 ^ ^ 3fk ^pf ^9>tHcT ^ 37.14 

■gff ^ ant i aicrmT, ^ 2010-11 ^ ^ 2005-06 cfft ^ 
TOci ^ *** ^nnT?/fct>Tn. ^ ^ ^ ^ «f5^ ^ *** wn?/f«i>ifT. ^ ^ ft 

afr^ M l dHT l t t ?pf> ^ TO # ^it W ^5fTTO ^ 37 W^/f^. afk aTRIcT ^ 
nfti ^ 39.89 w7^/f^. ^ cfH ant i ^ ^ 'H'cil^id anro ^ cnrm 

wm ^ ^ % aifqM A aixF4t 1^ cffnr^ ^ ^ ^frcfn i 

239. anro cfW afl? tei^ ftrsf^ A aicR ^cht arte t f^ arraicT TOro^n ^ 
Ti? aflY '«c(jtici an'zfRT 4>t ^sIcRT tt ^r^n' i 

240. Hm/?Tf% : PihIM^ cnfcnm A TO/?Ti^ n^n emit ^rt ^ ^ to ’it 
t I 


c1lf^cbl-15 




Rftjcj q4 

eim/?lfft 
■^./fftnn ft 

d^lt 'it 

3fT4 % ft 

2005-06 

100 

100 

2006-07 

29 

20 

2007-08 

(3) 

(1) 

2008-09 

48 

47 

2009-10 

57 

53 

2010-11 (f^. TO.) 

45 

39 


241. vjatn ^ ^ ^ 2007-08 cfcF dniefR Rknc ant i totcHct ^ 

2008- 09 A ww^ ^ A> ^ ^gsiR fan ^ anrof fAmz 

ant 2 ft I ^3TT^ «n^ aipft ^ ft ^fk ci4 2010-11 A to ft ^ 

2009- 10 ^ fTO ft afk arf^ ftkr^ ^ to ^ 2008-09 % w ft to tt to i 
Tift^ nft 2005-06 cm 3 tto to hiR^h nn^ TOft ft TOft ^ fan I 

242. TOit nt nY arm ft nft 2007-08 to RKicie ant ^Ik to% to ft i 
TOfft, nft 2009-10 c^ fTO ft 2010-11 ft ***% 4ft fftro^ ant I 



[qpTn—73F5 3(i)] W ^ : 3rara!r>T 49 

243. 3TT^n?r d^l Rjt>] H)l*id % 4)^ 4?^ 4>)*in <i>i'cw| vjciVi ^ 

dmu«4dl ^ ^ t I 

244. 3?cq%gp ^ «RdT : ^ ^rm ^ ^ ^ ^ 

PiHfwRsm 3ri^ t ^ arnjf^^Riferf % qm wf^ t, ^ 

4r ^ tR ^TgfScT arraici ^ I f^RT^ ^f^; I^P r q t diaiT ^ ^ 

^ tApft? ^ ^cRT'Jcqsr ^ w t I 


^ 3ii^ if 


infewi-16 


m 



HH 

I^^Bj 





70,000 

8,000 


2 


^y^^H||||HH|^ 

120,000 

“ 

• 




30,000 

• 

. 


' 

■ 

cl^lfei^l v?'Sl 

10,000 


" 




10,000 

“ 

- 




2,000 

“ 

“ 



mull— 

8,000 

“ 

“ 



41^^ 'tU'HI^H 

15,000 

■*■ 

“ 


^of "4^=? 


195.000 

90,000 

105,000 

3 

TT^ 


65,000 

- 

- 


i 


38,000 

- 

- 




18,000 

- 

- 




123,000 

32,000 

91,000 

4 

^qr-T 

'^fJld'lHl 

10.000 

17,000 

-7,000 

5 

Wcf 


11,500 

14,500 

-3,000 

6 





- 

■Q] 





159,000 

8 



■■■■i 

^mmm 

mgj^l 

9 

’imftTT TfFT ^% % 
7m 4i 49ft 

STRcn 




1097% 


2092 GI/11—7 
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245. tTSraint 5RT ^ ^ ’ETerar t 3fk ^ 

% arrjfecM % ^ ^ «Rcn t i 3 Ic!m, <t>'iR'!Ji4 

airjf^icit ^ ^ ?TS2T % 41 3fTpft «iTTcn ^ 4R 4^ ^ ^ t afk 

cbiR^i ^ ^ ttpt mm ^ wi?r 4 >h t, «rctt *** t^.z. i\ 2009- 

10 4 *** T^.Z. 4R ^ t I % W ^ SHM^cHrT mm 44 #4 

3lfclR4d 4MR ^ Trafc^T ct5)*ld ^ 45H cJjIhcI 4^ 314'^ '3^414' % fcl^ 3lfrlR«rd 4MR 44 
W eFTT^ 3ISI4T 33^1^ ^5^ 44 EPRW t I ^ 4^ v3lit4 % ^3cRT 

v34m ^ 44T t I 

246. ■^. tR^j 3fRlRl4H, 1975 4>t 4RT 8 ^ 6(4) ^ "^pfR % ^szk” 

4^ MR'4lRd R>4T 44T t. Rl'H4>l 3jR 3IRm4^ft 'SRR ^ t I 

44^ RRra 4T4^ 4>t 444 ^ 4? 4c4 44T4T t Rt 4^ ^4 4^ ^ ^ 

2009-10 ^ yf^^d 44 WHI ^ 7?T t 3fR 2010-11 ^ 3fR 34^ 

t I 3Tr^4r4> 44 2009-10 4^ gd4T 4 2010-11 4 WTT44, SRcIT 3M4')4, 

HTcRJeJ), ^ yif^, cTPT, eFTT^ 4^ ijsft tR 344 44TDT WT ^34 t I 4^ 4T4 ^ 

^ ^d4T ^ ^ ^ 44T^ 44T ^ t ! 3fcTT4T, Rf4t^ % 4Rr 4441^^4 

^ccn4 4?r 41^ 314^ mt^vt t l 3I4: 4? ^ v544T t 4^ 4^ 4^ 4lf^ ^ 

44 4mr ER ^ t I 

3R4 ^R4> 

247 . Rr4t4 : ^ R44^ 45rc4T^ ^ 4? 4^ R4T t Rj 4^ ^?it4 ZmJZZ % 50% ^ 
3Tf?14? W: R4f4 ^74T t 3fR 4^ 2010-11 ^ Rpuf^ 4T4T ^ RrT 4^ 4^ Wr4 4^ 
7'4TRt-; 4>R4 ^ ^TcP^ t I f^!cT%4 4Tt^T ^ 4TS4^ ^ 34414 4?t 

vfg4 4>i4c' 45)44 44T ’eRcJ 45)44 4?M 4^ t I 


cllloIcbl-17 


fMrq ^ 

'STrmcF ^ 

qrCTM 5pcti ^flrf 
(^./R)4T.) 

ppjfd cl5)4d 
(TJ^)4if) 


2005-06 

229.73 

100 

100 

20C6-‘\ 

192.66 

90 

90 

200:^-08 

147.02 

79 

82 

i ■•’ '08-09 

247.29 

110 

113 

i ?.>'00-lL 

192.59 

93 

103 

: 'Oio- i^‘iR4. 
i T .) 

189.84 

89 

103 







[’RFT11—^3^ 3(i)] tjRcl 31! t sraTORWI 51 

248. ^tr^gvT ciifcitpi ^ 3TT^^ ^ ^ W t Pl^id ^)NcT 

fla>t gfNcl ^ ^ ^ t I >311^ ^ \3^ ^ ^j’T HT 

irm % qrqv^<? cR^ ^ f^rafd ^7^ t ^ Pl4ld ^ ift 45H t I W ^ 

^ ^ ^ Piqfo ^ dwycj f^wT ^ # I >3#iT ^ ^irer 4R 

M?r t I 3Jcf: W ^ ^ W ^T45m f^raf^T ^3?ll^ ^ 

yiiqPicpcii # I aicrrai, ^ % 1^ R<hi4 ^ ^ ^ crrar w t 

^ «rR?T ^ «4')‘idl IfRT f^rafcT ^ ^ ww t I 

249. <Tanft, St 1% l^^^e)qui ^ f^d «bl4cbcllMli % ^ aicFT ^ W t I 

^t‘511. ^F3TR f^’WII, y^cj «l>l*1d, cfFl 3nf^ V*!^ <T)Kcr>l ^ Plqjrl Pioq|Q»i 

^ #TT-^ ^ t I 3leIRI, Zlf W t i% f^raf^T % dcMKH ^ 2010- 
11 4 f^TilcIc 3TTf t afk vJtMiq'l ^ 2009-10 ?T^ ^ ^ WT ^ ^ ^ 4>ni>t 4R 

t I aicT: ?rf^ f^5Jolq«i ^?T1W Pl^ld <hl4<1>diyf l> W*fR 4^ 3f^ tR TRifi^T 

SZTFf f^qi "W ^ 3j^ ^ ^TPTT wfRfT % Piqjci f%®nc«H '3cm^45f ^ ^ 

«!f^ 47RTIT ^ t I 

250. 4t tjcF?T-i3 ^ ^ gfk ^ 4^ TJ7T trrrHIy ddiKchT ci^t srcTt: 

^ f^cra^ M«icp|i() % ^ ^fT4T fc|5^ t '3^ <pt 5lf^ ^ 4>R^ ^‘clfSid aTT^ITcT 

^ stt g4ff^ arrjf^ afk ^rm % 4H 3 rr ^ arraid ^ 

I 15^ iSlltTi ^ ^iqr f % 3ff^ 4? 3fw4d vj|idl41d WIK % 

?jc<P^«ra arrairf ^ 4? «ik ^3^ w in^ ci4 ij?t ^ «RdT t i 

vj'^'i'4 cT^ % ’TR 4f ^ ^ ijcp ^ ^Tcfl^ aTFTTcff ^ ^ # 3fk ^ 

47^ 4j y4^ ^ ^ W4 t#t. ^3?qi4 44 f^rafcr 

4'5l ^ I d€4^l ^ 314^ 4T4 4? ^ Pl*^(^Rsid 3)iq>4 M't^O f44J ^ | 


OT4T, 4TofT 4t.^. 4 ?nfcra4-18 
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EgHlH 

7424 


11095 

10053 

14572 

15691 

118123 

22110 

26974 


4144 

^936 

3141 j 

4105 

1295 

157 

1 1105 

6309 - 

11857 




251. -EI^ ^ V3tjjcW ’dlf^cb! 3TT^ fcTf^ ^ft^RT % STIEIR 

tR f TitvjRi: HFTcT ^RRI tR gRT ^rr#cT ^ cITfte 

^ 3iRict)d+i ?Tra^4t; snvJn^ ^ ^ 

5FIrIT 3fk SrflR dl^'tl'H ^ aiFPfcT 'jTmreJt^ <6<^\< % ^JetfTJcRT aTRim ^ TfTJRj 

cfR^ % zm McT 3IT^ % ^ W t I 311^^ ^ ciif&M fcRFr ^ 

f^PtlfcT-3TPn?r ^T3T ^ ^RR I^RjfcT % ^fl^cfR 3ltcE^ ^fr%?I ypFRfcpTft 

<'Wl^d/UHIUN^i| IR^ # FTT% XJ i?cT W ^ ^RT^tcT tf1 XRRT 13 ^ 3imTrf WTT 
c^ ^ ^ I aicIM 3IT^^ ^ STJ#! t % XTTT f^RfcT % ^ ^ 

^ t vxt^ vJdIKd ^ ^3IR-1 ^ ^ X3TRT t I 

252. RRT-3ITgf^ % ^ 3TT^^ vJM^cW 31^^ 3RI HcRI^ xiSRERt ^ 

f^xirflRff, TTf^ gJt^ ^STtxTRi f^, 1997 % firm 6(7) % 31^^ ^ i 4dP | ch 

xmfd ^ ^ 7HJ at I u-tilckii/siiiiidchT ^ tt? ci^ Tif^ wt-3tt^ ^ ^ % 

f^rakR TJ XJ^ XRT % 3rcTxfcT 3rRncT STem Rt f ?fr X3^ 'ddfed 3TRncff % 

f%#?xTT ^ ^ 3f^ ^ vjfPTT xnf%XT I yij'icldl XJgfK ^ 3II^<icb ^ IR^ 

X3rX7T^ % ^ STRUCT ^ Ur5TT ^ ^TRIcU XR ifR^ ^ t | gzftiii x3SltU ^ 

^ ci I'kitsch epTciT ^ xRn cTut^ sjk tt? ^ sr^;^ f^rn t ^ 

■orNltJId XJcXU^ ^ I^PiHfui ^ 7# f 3fR XRXRkft SRlf^T 4 x;t # xft it ^ STTcp^ 

% ^ ^ ^ Plchld^ CRT 3T^^ fcTRU t I ^ WTcT ^ ^ %. XJ. ^ ^ 

t I 


253. ^g'^^d 31^^ ^ Ti? ^ «ncTT t tt^; urt ^ x^ xt % aj^nfcT ^ 

STT^Ucff ^ 3 jcH‘I 'C'<^ XUT^ f^fcl ^ Uirf-sTjTjf^ ^ 3Td7 "T^ ^ I 3iclicii, 

Wci)<MI viejVl % c;i^ % 3T^^TR it xt^ 3icl4cl STT^TTcT % «fT^ ^ wqvi 3TTcR% ^cT 

STRUcTf ^^^f^vJnxTcft^r^^TR STRUCT 2005-06 = 2343 2006- 

07=3736xft.^.: 2007-08=4993 J^T.^., 2008-09=3845xfr.^.: 2009-10=702Ixft.^. 
cTSU 2010-11= 8736 T^.Z I ^ XRTT ^eTcTcU t % xj trt % STcfft^ ^ 
STTUT^ TI^ ^ WT^ ^ STRUCT ^ ^ ^ t I 

254. ^Rlft, XJsffTT % TT? ^T4T 8U % 3?%iT cHI^'^'d "fcf^lu % STcT^tcT ^TU^ ^U 

tor XjTTcU t. cTSUf^T, ^3^ gTTT TR^ ^RR % f^RlfcT 3TT4T^ ^ XJ^ f^RrfcT 

cPT xdcr^'isl ^ t, f«TXfT% SicTPtcT Uxr f | STcTTcTT, XJ xj^ XRT 

ErT74> % XTT^ 4vE^ WRft ^ J^jc^^cW 3TRUcT SRrcjT SlftHT 1^^ STT# h STcRIcT 

6|Hk ^ X5^T4>t <si'fl<5 4R^ 4U RtT^eM ^ i ^UUTT URT % f^RlkxxT xj XRT 
% 3Tcr»fcT STT^UcT % UTf^ STTcp^ 4^ 3TRU TT# z€\ ^ '^TcfRU I cTSUPT, ^fSftXTTU 

?Jc7^ ^ ^ % WT^ XJ X^ XRT % 3TcTxfcT ^J,cct>^chi 3TTTTT?T ^ ftfifft ^ <JTf^ 

yfrI'WEjI ^ I 
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255. B?cn^ % tTM flFTcTT ^ 2005-06, 06-07, 07-08 2008-09 A 

7424 T^.z., 8753Tft.s, 11590 t^.z. afk 9864 f^.Z. ^ HFT ^ A lf>m- 
*** T^.z., *** T^.z., *** T^.z. cMT *** ^.z: ^ sft I ^ *** % ^ 

aite artmi irf^ ^ t afr? 3P^ vafftn ^ ***% aiW aite ^ sr?it 

v3M4Vr t I viLi4«w ^ ^ we ^ v5n?n t % »rNcft^ srch 

ci^ 2005-06 ^ 2008-09 % WT ^ afl^ ^ sft 3Tcr% ^ arRlie 

^ ^ ^ 3fi7 gtcj e#q ^ f«r# ’^t^z ^ ^ tR ^pt 1^1^ 

w I 

256. f^ 4^ 2009-10 cT2n 2010-11 (f^. cT^, cfif^) ^ iTRcfk eiM % tjM 

?RcTT *** f^.z. cT54r *** i^.z. sft I ^ ^ WT 15011 41.e. afR 16117 

T%.z. jti aft I % w «ReT eii|cw ^ 4^ ft wi ^ 4 r 

aft I cfarifft, wr ft 4ft 2009-10 ft 3r4T4^ 45% ^ ^ ^ 4?^ Wl ft 
afRTcT 4Tfft4j ^ 22% 4ft 4ft t I eafT aRJ W44c^ ft ***% ^ 3rfft4> 

44 STRer v34ftRl afR ft SFRTT ft> eRW iRTeR v3cMI4H 4Rft ft Waf ft I eanfft, 
’Ejft^ e^fR 4R 4ft4cT 47 ^ 3TT4TcT ft? SRrfT 4T4T 4>7ft ft R41CI TFT 

fftRrft fti^ 44 4FT %77TT ft (c141 I FTft ajqlft ft 7T4f^cr aTf4Tftt ft> W7W 

3TTft44> 4ft aflW 4?^ *** ftt.^. sfR *** ftt.e. Ft 4ft I FT# arcTT4T, 4ft 

2009-10 ft 4FT ft 3TT4RT «PT fftTTH 55.77% ft 4F4R ijft4ftt ^ 2008-09 cftt 
ft 69.02% Ft 44T I 4^ ^jftR 4ft^ 44417 ft cfRft ft TRft 4ft! TFT 3^7 
1ft4ft 4ft4?f ft 44T ftRcT 47 ^i-qiftl’i WTIF 44 fft4R 4T7ft ft? #4 4TE4 ^34 I 

257 ftft! fftjR ft v3T4 ft^r ft anftlftF RR-anijR ft? ftR aicR t, aiRiR^ 

Pl^id ajftr 4F ftt fftjftt 4 jRcT ft 4?T^ 4?4 4>ftRT 47 4ftt 4?ft4T I eftR 

7T4f^ aiNld ft? 4?T7'4 41447 ft 3T44T \JFTT4 ft^ft ft 3T7TRa! ft I F?T 34414 44 4ftft 

'Ml44/34ftM fRfftft ft 4ftt c7T4T 44T ft fft? ^441474 t|^c^ v3€j)r ft 'Ml'lftl 4T4ft ft atR 
?J7T4ft 34^ 4ftf 4?7ft ft I 

258. e^rR ft? o4T7r \5^ 4PT ft? 474?^ 44t4T 3757544 31441 4ft! 7ft! aftr ^FTcTT 

5J44t4 4e4?7 4ft 2010-11 ft ***% ft! 44T I 4ft^ vjftR 4ft 2008-09 ft *** ftt.F. ft 

2009-10 ft *** ft!.F. 3i!7 2010-11 ft *** ft!.e. ^ 7t4l^ aftTTcT 4Tergft! 44 74441 
4?74T 4F TFT ft I 414-345^ ft 3(44 Ftft 47 ^jftR ftrft f^lfft 44 7TT44T 4ft! 
4?ft4T I F7t ^ ft # ^ ^ ^ ^ 4?74T 

4FT, 4F 441 4c1c1l ft fft? 34414 ft 4T4-3n5jft ft 3147 ft? 4?T74 4ftt ^ ft I 

259. 4T7ft!4 eftt4 ft? 4171 4ft4R 4t4 4?t iJTT 4?7ft ft? ^ 44!4T 51441 ft aftT 

4?T4t^444 ft? 3rfft4 474 47 4c7 7ft! fft74T7 ft^TRl 4# 4ftc^ 414 4?t 5 ^ 4?7ft ft? fcl4 
44!4T ft I 34441 ft RiR-3)l'^frl ft 3147 ft? 4?r74 *lftl ^ ft I 
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260. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ A ^isflM'ra oTHHI ; ^ ^ gft 

^ ^ ^ ^ cTirrar ^ t ^ 

tT5^ ^ # clPJ t I 'rflHRjdch 3lf^|p|2m, 1975 ^ qm 9^ ^ 

ante tfre-iM wu^ ^ ^ 'Heif^d t i ^rt 8 ^ ^ 

eFTF? ^ 'H«i(^d ^ I fwpf ^ did) eldi*^ ^ 'd‘F^ ^ 3fcHT- 

31^ tr I 3TOTr qRT 8 ^ ^ WIRT (3) ^ arf^if^, 1975 aiw 

cTRFfq 9^ 3pq ^ 3lcr»tcf q>T OTqqH t I WIRT 

3 f^T^dT^dK t I 

"W^ tlM % aiq^d TnTTjJ ^ 3l1§rf%^TT STSTcIT dc'HHiJ Ufd 3T^ ^>1^ 

^ aicT^ cFTF? ^ f^ 3T^ % arf^TRw 

261. qrwfrEfr ^;eep ^ rt^ % cFRR YSlldld 5^J,c<h cHdl^ 'jfT^ 
cfiT'^d^ yfci^q ^ I 

262. cRUt^, xiSTcpT^ ^ f^vT 31^^ f qiW^ dSIT ^^Tt^Tq, 

cf5t ^ Rttttj uTT^ % %cTTXT^ 3T5^ 1^ t I q? 'jft 31^^ t 

1^ ^ICd'^'l^ cTSIT ^Sf^Tiq ^[RT dWf^cl ^ ^ I ^ ^ 

tcR^quT tt^T t I ?pf> tf^ qmTTj dJlIcfR STT^Tcff % ^^5r>TR «PT 

cfR^ 3fR '3'^ P|cw'dl4) spTT^ % fcR c<4NK NiMdKIrHF? ^XTRI ^ I ^e<F 

enqr ddIcfR 3n^ ^ SrfrfcRfr Uincft ^ ^ 75TT qR^ CR ^ 

WPT t’ I qWr ^jed?) cPT 3R3I cfjTql % 3TRTcIT TTFIRI cR 4 3TSlfd 3)Nidi % 

yRfcbl'O TT^nq qi) RmiqT^ qRR I 3fd; q? 3nq?qqj t x^STtxiTq cr»^t cWIT ^ 

3fR X5^ RTft ^ ^ qR SITXTR WmTTcW W^T qi# ^ fMt WT ^ ^ q^ 

W)q 1 ^ qr^ if ^?TTT2f q 7# ?1 I qf '»f) RRI t 1% q|R«TT STTcRqqj qf 

#fTr w €\ wi^ I 

263. q^tqpT qB^ if q? qq t 1% 3TTqTdl ii f^ q^ 2008-09 A xq^q^ ePTTq 

^ % qiq ^ ^ q^fqft t I ^ ^ 3TTqTqf if ^ BfR ^ ^ 

t 3fR q^fR ^ qq ^gqTT q^q ?1 qqr t I 

264. xj^cRft ^Bqrxpf fcpq tttt Ri-^cltjui ^ q? XT^ q^ t % qq qqq qiq 3iqffqq, 

f ^ % qx| qivjiiyl if qfq if qqft 3rT^, ■jqYd if qrfqr^ftq dcMid qff qfq ^ii 

% qrq-qrq c^lRiJI^ 3fR ^ % f%qfw ^ «itq fcT^ qqtf qqf^ 3qqTd1 % f^ 
Rri«lqk qr I Mtd'i'il4t ?j,o<F qf^q nlv^di qrqr «i4) qrqr i ?1 Ti’ snqrcff 4^ 

Ttcpsiiq ^ f^ qqfxq q^ qr I 3Tq: 3TTqiqf ^ d^T4?R) qqjq 4^ qqqq cj^ % 
q^-cqiqR viMdKIcHcb wq -URlfid t I dqit^I, q^-cqiMR WqRTBq> Wql % wfW 
i 3ftRRq % qF 3r^flrq 11% q? qj^Rid 3fqf?J 3fR qrqr w ^ftRrq qrf^ 3Tf^ 
yq)qqT3if xr ^s^xqq ?];^ qq FR wjfqlRjd FFTiqi RT I 
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<i>NUiic«i4> wr 


WP-8 


. Total Imports Domestic Safes —- Production 

Average inventory '■■■ " ' Total Demand . . Profitability 

400 , 



200 S Ob JOOb U/ ^OO/OB JtX>a 0 *J /CKMI lO 2010 llfupto 

Occ.) Annualised 


265, xjutq % PiisMKH ^ ^ T^m xi^ t fctj vjini!41h ^ ^rPT ^ ^ % 

sINv^d ^SfgjtTT % STMR 1%^ A RKIdri 3n^ aflY STPITcT % ^ ^ ft t I 


266. SRHcT ^fET EfjRm CTSIT ftfffft ^ 3RR WT?f 3Tf^ t ^ 

crt 2005-06 ^ Ft ^ t I 

dlfe«<bl-19 


fclT^iJ cUf 

05-06 

06-07 

07-08 

08-09 

09-10 

10-11 

?I4j) 

3imid yfl'i RdO k> 

3TcR ('{jxn«tcQ) 

-100 

648 

2020 

456 

2114 

2228 

3IRTcT Rrar ftf. Z. ft 

4077 

5652 

6860 

5606 

10090 

11109 


267. ^ ^ fcf^ t 3TFTRT ^ 31^ 3RR ^ 2008-09 

menM cTTTPTT trh ?n) ^ ant cTcqwRf 3 t?r ^ ^ ft 

3ftT 3TPim ^ ^ ^ I 3TFTT?T ^ 3TFIRT cf«rT T|^ 

cffRT^ ^ #Er ctRr^ 3T^ ^ 3Tf^ ^ t I 

268. SR^iRTcF) g>RT?T 3RR MI^hM c^ efTcp^ cf5^ ^ ^ 

I ^ ^ ^ ctt 6itt HE! ^ ^ ft ^ ^ ^ ^ aft I 

^ ifMR fl# ^r Ri'^iciri 3nt I 3 t?t: ’ej^ ^ fl# 

ft RKIcjci 3TRT?ft ft ^ C^ cf^RUT 3TTt t I 
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269. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3WTcI w I vJcqr^-t f^RT^ 2010-11 ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3lk JTTd^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

vj^KH ^ ^ ^ficrf^ 3TRTcit ^ ^ t I 

270. ^ 6n^ ^Ricie ^ ^ ar^nci ^ ^ l mRui^cI: 

^fTcrf^ ^TRIT^ ^ WOT t i 

271. OTZITcfr ^ vJlfRT ^ ^5tFTcT ^T ^ ^ t I 

dFTcT ^r mRcI^H ^ cf5^ t^Piq^Td ^ ^ I MIcHM 

^ eR^ vJcjRr ^ W ^ ^ OT ^ t ^ ^HciMcT 

3n^ ^ ww ^ t ! 

272. 3TRn?it ^r ^ ^-^21 STHm WIRT, vitMKd, eTirn?^ RlRlcie 3TTf I 

W 3TRITcfr ^ WOT TIT^ ^ W^ ^3TT f^T^ eITH5T^ ^ 

WT ^ sn^ I cT)geT ^^Tcrf^Sn WIT^ ^ WT? ^ ^WFT ^ I WTRI ^T 
<|f^ cfiRwi \JSfRT ^ ’TTcT^?J^ ^T crf^ ^ 1 «TT^W 4 ’TFT ^ 

wrrdt ^ WOT’t# ^ t i 

273. smm ^r ^ ^ WOT eR^ ^3^ ^ Tpft? ^ t 3fk ^rnfk ^ ^ 

^cT^ ^3 ?cft ^ t 1 

274. 'MHfEll'ai’i TTFspit : Tf^ dcf5 Rill Hill % v5tiVi ^ 3id'<*i'^il TTfcTT^T^T^ 

^ ^WT^ c^ f^ oyci^i4 >HHi4ldH ztT^ ^ ^ t I ’ttRiw^ ^ 
3TT^ 3fR tRcRft RlRad 3T^4t ^ ^ W’fr^FT ZTtuT^ ^ sJt (^ 
mRoiH ^ % 33-38) I 

275. ’I? tnr wn 11% ter % cbiRiii-iRt ftttR ^ ^ hcI ^ ^f^tw w 

t 5.1 ^ aicr^cT TwfpsH iiiddi q? f4w wn dif^41 t ^ 

t) I 


- ^’T W ^R’TT ■§ ^ 5.1^ cill'isJll 5TTf^cfi(R4) gM 

fcfR^t i^lvjiHi fcldK c|7\!^ ^ 3T^STT ^ if cfR ^ ^. 






II—3(i)] ’IM TTSTO : 

^*1Cl ^ '1^ Midi ^ 'd*i|ijl'Jt’1 

^ ^ ^ ^5fmPT ^ w ^r ^ ^ 

^ I ^ viM«iy1‘ ^ sffefrt^ ^hi^'I^ih w \ i^tctt w t 

?W!f^, <IH1 mII| HRR ^ ^ # f^RI^ ^IF f^TcIFT ^ 

vssid ?!Pjfl>lJ \in% ^ ^ (^Qi«c ^WRfl^ ijtSRI FT f^xtK %FT 

Finf I 5'dtp «l'»ll<J FFRT ^ FPHT ^ F^iftT ST% ^ ^ 

^ 5RF ^ Tim-^ ^H|4 )vjH F5T FTF Vlll^<tJlR41 IfRI cTP]^ i 

^5^ FT? >3FR ^ 'Wfc^lcbyui ^ FPT #TT TflfllT | 

SiciNl, FF FtcT <T>'<^ ^ 1% ^'|hi<< efPJ ^ TT^ TTFrat^R 

^itvjpn ^ ufiNr FT?T F>T TTT 52 J ^tFT MlltlcplRFl ^ ^ 

'*im F>t 1^ cwi vJ<W 'SFTF '^cr>^ FT ^ F5T% FFT 

TRrdV'JH ^FjTFFT% ^ ^ 3I^T5tT sft I 

276. ^eflFTF RTFF, 1997 ^ l^tFF 5(2) ^ 3iF>tcr “ SITFTF Mpl'WVaf ^ 

TTF>TTRFF> TTFTFt^ ^ ^ FT^ 3T8TFT ^ ^ Wrf^ F 

3ISTFT ^ FF5R ^ TTFTTft ” ^ FI^ FF? I^F^ ^ t I F«^3lt 

^CTFTF F5TIT # FF t t% F^ ^TFTF ^ FF> ft TSflFIF WPJ, F5^ 

f^TTT ^ftFT FF> FF F^ 5Tf^ F^ ^fF)^ 3TFFT ^ ^ F>^ sftT TTFT^ffFPT ^ ^gF>T 
FFT^ ^ 1^ 3TTFFFF> t I 

277. RRFFTcFF) ^sflFTF ^cF> FF Tft^F ^FTIFF^ F>r FF 3IFf^ FFH 

F5TFT t fvRT^ ^^tFT.FF 3IFFT F5T TT^ F7% 3TTFTcfr ^ ^ 3#FT FFTFT 

FfcRFFt F5t ufT ^ I W ^r ^sflFTF RiFF, 1997 ^ RTFF 16(2) 3jk 

75 Fit FRI 8(^) ^ 3rtT CFR 3IIF>f^d f%FT vITFT t fvjRT^T FF f^lf^ FFTF ^ 
I^Rtt FFlf^ t^FTR ^ t f 1^ anriF FF FT5F ^ 1% F^ ^cFIFFT 
FFTFtFR f I 

278. F^ FTfTF FRT FT^ Ft^fFT FF^ ^ ^ Fit FR^ sfR cHFF 

^ F^ ^ flFFT f^RFR FT t ! 

279. Flfxlcblctidt % 3T^^ t % 3FFTFt ^ TTTF vjte FfcRFFt FR^ ^ 
f^ 3TF^ FcFTFF «TFFT FFT ^ f I 3T^ FT^^ttF dcMIFF»t Fit «TFcTT ^ TTIF-TITF 
F^ ^JFtTF Fit (^'WlRd «TFFT 3TTFTcff c^ THF ^3W1F F^ FF^ ^ F^ iJF 
FR^ ^ ^ FFtFT ^ I 3TT^FFi F^ ^TltF *** Fi%5 T). Fit RTFcT ^ *** 


2092GI/11—8 
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^ mm ^ fcl'^K ^ ^ % ! 30.04.2011 ^ ^ 3^5^ *** 

^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ % *** ^55^ Cf5t ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ t I R'-FeiN ^ 2012 ^ ^ t ^ ^3?qT^ 

3?^. 2012 ^ ^ ^ v™t t I 

280. 3TTcr^ % ^ ^ fkrm % fcT?^ ^ *** '^./^.TIT. ^ 

wm wem ^ I 3TcTM, elFTcT ^ clFKT ^ 

^ 3rfcr srmrf^ t ^ cnwr? ^r qr^di t ! 

281. ^ sfR ^ I ^r? ^ w t ^ ^ 

tcrf^rqcT fc^mK ^ ^ Tfl'viFTT ^ ^ ^ qR ^vlft^RR 3Rm q^ 

3tk TTXT cERj ^^scqi^q '^PTcf ^ cqif ^ ^ '4 c3Fm 

JTRM q’ci gRT TT^ t I q? %qT WT t i^‘ m'fi q>t 

W^q 3fR 6qq^r4 t I 

282. qRRT q^ qi' vicjl^ch'^UT ^ fqrTR TpqT t I 

f??! 

283 q§T^ ^ t % qnwT#T ^^qrq vKitqRT ^rr^qiRrcfj 

%cT ^ ii cf2TTl^ 'ifi fgcrq^^ qar^ % ^ ^ |q ■'m^ 3T^ 
%TI t i 


284. 7T? 3r^'^q fq^qi t % ^T 4tqqTM3 ^ fl^ 0.71% 

^ 1.11% #q t 3it? 0.5%. t I cT^ 13^ q^MR qffq ^ 

cm fdi'i«';.TTviit qq q1%T^^ 3TTFT ff^qi ^ ^. q#. 

.qrq q^t THrq t) ^ t^TjT qqi t I 

235. vfo-i^g^ f|^ 3itq 13 ^ ^qd W( f^TfR qr?^ ^ q? ^ 

qirqj ^ % cW q^t q^^qEl 'OPT! ^-cTO'? ^gij;? qq WTRT q? q^ ?mTq 
4-.^^ii 3rf^ 3icq qqrcT qtTrr f 


286, '--ACZy of^. jr^ 31 ^ yx^ ^j-gtq ^'l 3iqpft ^THcTTOT qq ^ tc|5^ I 

Tfrx "T v;i q q'^iiq c^' ^ 278 qf ^ 3T^Tq3! iRiq.q jrqf^ q^t qq 

i : 3:#v-n 3lTqqq^ *‘' qqf^RH ^ qrto q^ ^^fiTN %qT I ^^1^ ^IcTiqi, RfcT?! q5i 





^ W f|^ ^ JTRI ^ t I ^ ’IRcft^ (^Mdl3^^ ^ 

anrot ^ ^ unm t ^fr %w\r ^ %r 

vii1Ra*i ^ vsnxj^r I 

287. w^ 3?T^ ^refm ^ 3if^R<w ^ ^ 

W^T#T ^5?qT^ ^ vJdJK’^f ^ Htijcitff ^ WIT^ ^ 3nf^ 

t I V3#IT ^ ^ ^ ^ 3P^ TTR^ vJ^qidchl' gjt Hfcl'W^fl 

^ wr W f^TeT^ ^ ^ ^ t I STcf: STltei ^ 

^ ^3^Tfrg^3rt ^ fl^ ^f t I ^sTormr, f?T wm ^ w <*>i4'id 

*** ^ 3Tflm> ^zrf^nit ^ yivjiJiK ’ft vjiiRdH ^r wt 11 

288. WtqR I^RT^ ^3^ ''HcrfSJcT ^TFOcfr ^ 3T^ Mlcl'WV^t ^ 

wi^ ^ wt #fTT, vjiixiitfi^ ^ #m3Tt ^ 3T^: ^i4vjrf^<t) flw ^f 3ik 
^3^ f^Rd ^3cqT4t ^ ^ ^ f%cT ^ ^ I 3RT: 71^ W WRTT t 

w ctti^ >hi4v>iPic^ 1%ct t i 

289. tol>H54tcT ^ ^ ^ 3TRimt ^ ^ ^ ^ # I 4k ^ 

kl'Hchl fl^ ^ 2009-10 3tk 2010-11 4 ’TRd 4 ^ 3TFlkf 

^ 18.14% mn 15.09% ^ t. 3F5jf k^jRT^kr ^ 3?^-3RTTT 

^ 1^ ^ STRITdt ^ 3% ^ ^ t I 3T?T: 4k ^ f4^>RT4kr 4^ ^ 

^ f 4 rrRi 4 k i> 3 TFim ^ 4 kT^^ srkk^. 1975 ^ 

8(^) ^ ^ ^ ^FTRT vfT I 

290. ^ ^uTTH ^ stk^T keikw ^ t f4> 4 ^ 1,3- 

^ST^STT^cIoJJCTlcT-^ f^kn^fcPTSIfikt^ (41kJ<K1-13 ST^raT 64t4kt) ^ 

3TFn4f ^ gJRR ^ 1,3-^I^Pl‘41^daiicil^d-TT^ (41^-13 

sRmr eik^) ^ ^ 44k srk ft t sfk 44k ^ tk ^ ^crt 

4t vdcM"^ fsn t I ^'ihn 5^c<r> ^ ^ ’?rkr k^>rck ^ feR kt vitiVi ^ 
ft 44k §44 ^8 tt 44k §44 k ^3?k ^ 4gk k foR ^Rikr tnft wn wrtcw 
^R ikkpT ^ 'fch'i ^^rk k fcR d'^rt ^rt “tR v3f4?f strt ^ “HiRd 3ikRT 

f4g4 dTO ?Tan 3TRnk ^ 3ikRT tr|w dPT?T (^ 4)Hif d4>, ^3W^ ^ 4 

k4 f^) ^ kxTR kj^TT wn t I ^dkR ^ ^ kwd4 w{^ dtm4k 
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^ srefrnr’ft ’ft Trar t sft? 

1%5T tR’ft I^^RTR % fW w 11 


291. ■EJ^ ITRI WRRW ^PTT^jFT ^ ^ 

^ ^Fnft ^ 'jTS^ W ^ ^ Ri'^lRi^l ^ vfT^ t 

^ ^ft’TT^c^ 3?f^Rra»T. 1975 ^ 3812, 3810, 2921, 2925, 2934 

cISIT 2942 (6-3raft^ ^ ^ 3t^ ^ ^ 1, 

fftvTT5fcPrsrf^J#fT (ifti^<RI-13 6#ft^. 6^, 13, RrP^T^ 4020, 

T5[^3mF#le 4020, 13, 4020) ^ 3^T3TRT^ ^ ^1^ Blftn ^ 

ft’ft? ^ 3jk’T’ft? ?rf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Tfti^ ^sfpTRT 

^e^T^i'HTy ^ TR 2 ^ ^ argf^ ^ cPTRT ^ I 


IS 



1 

WT ^ 

30% EldT '{T^iJ !^c<h 

2 


125% yei 4ie^M 


292. ^ ^ fcm^T^RftoT ^ ^ fq 3T^-3T^ STFIT^ 3% ^ 

3Tf^ ^ f ^>a'Riq ^ ^ f^cfil^^cT ^ ^ ’3^ ^ fcmRI?ft^ ^3^ ^ 

3TT2ncI ^ ^ft’TRJ^ 3TWm, 1975 ^ ETRI 8(^) ^ ^ 

Wl4l^ 5^C<T> R>^l WI ^T^kTT I 


[mTf. ^-22011/32/2010] 
30^. ■trsp^K, (Tsjhra) 
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MBSISTOY OF FINANCE 
(Depaitmeat of Revenue) 

(OmCE OF THE DIRECTOR GENERAL OF SAFEGUARDS) 

NonncAnoN 

New Delhi, the 6th June, 2011 


Sub. :Safeguard investigation concerning imports of N1,3-dimethyl butyl-N’ Phenylenediamine (PX-13 also known 
as 6PPD, Vuiconox 4020 etc.) into India—^Finai Findings. 


GS.R 433(E).—^Having regard to the Custom Tariff Act, 1975 and the Custom Tariff (Identificatioa and Assessment 
of Safeguard duty) Rules, 1997 thereof. 

PROCEDURE 

1. An application was filed under Rule 5 of the Customs Tariff (Identification 
and Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997[hereinafter referred to as 
“Safeguard Rules”] by M/s NOCIL Ltd., C-37, TTC Industrial Area, Thane- 
Belapur Road, Navi Mumbai-400705 for imposition of Safeguard Duty on imports 
of N 1,3-dimethyl butyl-N’Phenylenediamine (PX-13 also known as 6PPD, 
Vuiconox 4020 etc.) into India alleging that increased imports of N 1,3-dimethyl 
butyl-N’Phenylenediamine (PX-13 also known as 6PPD, Vuiconox 4020 etc.) was 
causing and/or threatening to cause serious injury to the domestic producers of N 
1,3-dimethyl butyl-N’Phenylenediamine (PX-13 also known as 6PPD, vuiconox 
4020 etc.) in India. Having satisfied that the requirements of Rule 5 were met 
with, safeguard investigation against imports of N 1,3-dimethyl butyl- 
N’Phenylenediamine (PX-13 also known as 6PPD, Vuiconox etc.) was initiated 
vide notice of initiation dated 27*** December, 2011 and published in the Gazette 
of India, Extraordinary on the same day. 

2. A copy of the notice was sent to the governments of major exporting countries 
through their embassies in New Delhi. A copy of initiation notice was also sent to 
all known interested parties listed below: 

3. Domestic Producers 


SN 

NAME OF UNIT 

FACTORY ADDRESS 

1 

NOCIL Limited 

(^-37, T.T.C. Industrial Area, 

Off Thane Belapur Road, 

Navi Mumbai - 400705 

Ph.: 022-2767/2735/2789 
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Fax; 022=2767/1865 

Email: gadgilrm@nocilindia.com 

2. 

PMC Rubber Chemicals India 
Privtate Limited 

103 G.T. Road West 

PO Rishra 712248, Dist: Hooghly 

West Bengal, India 

3. 

Lanxess India Private Limited 

Kolshet Road, 

Thane - 400 607, 

Maharashtra 

India 

4. 

Merchem Ltd. 

! 

Grove Centre, 

! 

44 Development Plot, Kalamassery, 

Cochin-683109, 

Kerala, India. 


4. Importers 

a. J.K. Industries Ltd., 7, Council House Street, Kolkata - 700 001 

b. CHAT Limited, 463, Dr. Annie Besant Road, Worli, Mumbai - 400 030. 

c. Apollo Tyres Ltd., 6*** Floor, Cherupushpam Building, Shanmugham Road, 
Kochi-682031, Kerala. 

d. Birla Tyre, C/o Kesoram Industries Ltd., 8*** Floor, 9/1, R.N. Mukheijee Road, 
Kolkatta-700 001. 

e. MRF Limited, 126, Greams Road, Chennai - 600 006 

f. Metro Tyres Limited, B-27, Focal Point, Ludhiana - 141 010. 

g. Poddar Tyres Ltd., Poddar Nagar, GT Road, Jugiana, Ludhiana - 1 4 1010. 

h. Raison Industies Ltd., 14, 3 Palmohan Aptt., Punjabi Bagh West. New Delhi - 
110 026. 

i. Rubber Products Ltd., Wagie Estate. Near Precitex. Thane - 400 601 . 
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j. Puneet Resins Ltd., 84 Atlanta, Nariman Point, Mumbai - 21. 

k. Rishiroop Polymers Pvt. Ltd., 65 Atlanta, Nariman Point, Mumbai - 21. 

l. Automative Tyre Manufacturers Association, PHD House (4*** Floor), 0pp. 

Asian Games Village, Siri Fort Institutional Area, N. Delhi - 110 016. 

m. All India Rubber industries association, 1009, Padma Tower* 1, S,Rajendra 
Place, New Delhi-110008. 

Exporters 

l. Solutia Inc., St. Louis, Missouri, USA (World Headquarters) 575 Maryville 
Centre Drive, St. Louis, Missouri 63141, USA 

m. Lanxess NV, 51369, Leverkusen, Germany 

n. Dusio, a.s., Administrativna budova ev. C. 1236, 927, Q3 Safa, Slovak 
Republic 

o. Jingasu Sinorgchem Technology Co., Ltd., Shanghai Operation Centre, 
Jingasu Sinorchem Technology Co. Ltd., 22F, Yongda International Tower, 
No. 2277, Longyang Road, Pudong New Area, Shanghai, PR China 

p. Korea Kumho Petrochemicals Co. Ltd., 21-24F Kumho Asiana Main Tower 
#115, Sinmunno 1-Ga, Jongno-Cu, Seoul 110-857, Korea 

q. Flexsys SA/NV (Part of Solutia Inc.) Parc Scientifique-Fleming, Rue Laid 
Bumiat 3, Louvain -La - Neuve, 1348, BELGIUM 

r. Nanjing Chemical Industry Corporation, No. 560, Heyen Road, Nanjing, 
Jingasu Province, China - 210038. 

s. Shangyu Lixing Chemical Co. Ltd., Shangyu Fine Chemical Zone 5 RD, 
Zhejiang, China P.C.: 312369. 

t. Northeast Auxiliary Chemical Industry Co. Ltd., Wuqiang Industry Park, 
Hebei, China. 

u. United Rubber Chemical Corp. Office Address : Suite 1505 Building A, 
Nanxincang International Tower, 22, Dongsishitiao, Dongcheng District, 
Beijing, China 100007 

v. The Organic Chemical Industry Limited of Tongling Chemical Industry 
Group, Address : No. 1269 JinlingDao, Tongling City Anhui Province, China, 
Postal Code : 244003. 

5. Exporting Nations: 
i. European Union 
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ii. Germany 

iii. Czech Republic 

iv. Belgium 
V. PR China 

vi. Republic of Korea 

vii. Arab Republic of Egypt 

viii. USA 


6. Questionnaires were sent to all known domestic producers, importers and 
exporters and were asked to submit their response within 30 days. 

7. Request to consider them as interested parties were received from the 
following parties/exporting nations and all the requests were accepted: 

i. M/s Puneet Resins Ltd., Mumbai 

ii. M/s Rishiroop Polymers Pvt. Ltd., Mumbai 

iii. M/s Solutia Inc., USA 

iv. Sh. Abdelrahman Fawzy, Ministry of Trade and Industry of Egypt 

8. Requests for extension of time to submit their replies were made by the 
following parties: 

i. M/s Jiangsu Sinorgchem Technology Co., Ltd., China PR 

ii. M/s Kumho Petrochemicals, Korea 

iii. Automative Tyre Manufacturers Association, New Delhi. 

9. After taking into account the time limits for completing the investigation 
within the prescribed period, requests for extension of time to submit reply as per 
Rule 6(4) of Safeguard Rules were allowed, as prayed for, and the parties 
concerned were accordingly informed. 

10. The information presented by the applicant i.e. M/s NOCIL was verified by on¬ 
site visits to the plants of the domestic producers and through the Central Excise 
records to the extent considered necessary . The applicants have submitted cost 
data verified and duly certified by practicing cost accountant. The non confidential 
version of verification report is kept in the public file. 

11. All the written submissions of applicant and interested parties were taken on 
record. The non confidential information received or acquired has been kept in the 
public file. 

12. A public hearing was held on 21.02.2011, notice for which was sent on 28*'’- 
,January 2010. All interested parties who participated in the public hearing were 
requested to file a written submission of the views presented orally in terms of sub 
rule (6) of rule 6 of the Custom Tariff (Identification and Assessment of 
Safeguard duty) Rules, 1997. Copy of written submission filed by one interested 
party was made available to all the other interested parties. Interested parties were 
also given an opportunity to file rejoinder, if any, to the written submissions of 
other interested parties. 

13. Some of the interested parties requested data from the applicant in the format 
"Questionnaire for Domestic Producers”. The same was provided to the concerned 
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interested parties and also kept in the Public File. The interested parties were 
given the desired extra time to file their response to the above submission of 
applicant 

14. All further submissions filed by Elomestic Industry were made available to the 
other interested parties and kept in the Public file. The interested parties were 
given sufficient time to file response of the same. The additional data of import 
procured during the course of investigation was kept in Public file. The 
submissions of applicant on increased import and other economic parameter like 
market size, share of import in total domestic demand etc. after adding the 
additional import data were made available to other interested parties and kept in 
public file giving sufficeant time to file reply. 

15. All the views expressed by the interested parties and other domestic producers 
either in the written submissions or in the rejoinders and response to the domestic 
industry submissions were examined and have been taken into account in making 
appropriate determination. As there are large number of interested parties who 
have filed their submissions, their contentions and the issues arising there-fix>m 
are dealt with at appropriate places without referring to specific name of the 
interested party for the s^e of brevity. 

Views of Domestic Industries and other Interested Parties 
Applicants 

16. The product for which application has been filed for SG duty is a Rubber 
Chemical PX-13 or 6PPD which is extensively used in treating natural 
rubber, synthetic rubber (SBR, Butadiene Rubber, Nitrile Rubber, and 
Carboxylated Rubber and other synthetic rubber based compounds used for 
manufacture of various rubber products. 

17. There are three more producers of the goods but the applicant M/s NOCIL 
account for more than 50% of production and hence is a major producers. 

18. The product is being imported in the Indian market for a long period and has 
fhe history of dumping from various sources. The details of dumping cases are 
given in the Table below:- 


Description 

Case 1 

Case 2 

Countries Involved 

Taiwan and EU 

China and Korea 

Initiation 

August, 2004 

July. 2007 

Period of Investigation 

Jan., 03-Dec., 03 

April 2006-March 2007. 

Interim Duty 

8th April 2005 

28th.Feb. 2008 

Customs 

_I 

July. 2005 

_1 

5"’ May. 2008 


2092 GI/11—9 
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Definitive Duty 

August 2005 

1st October. 2008 

Customs 

7'-^^y, 2005 

iF* Dec, 2008 

Duty Imposed 

Ey- US$ 816-840 pmt 

Korea - Rs. 10.35 per/kg 

Reviev-r 

May 2010 (SSR) 

August, 2010 (MTR) 

Period of Investigation 

1 

1 

April 09 to March 10 

i 

April, 09 to March, 10 


19. Hie import and injury related data from 2000-01 to 20iO-n(Dec.2010) has 
been filed by the applicant -vitb argument that the product has dumping history 
smee 2003. Tliere are number of cases wherein the Investigating Authorities of 
other member countries h^ve taken long period for injury analysis and submitted a 
stat.!ment showing vario 'S cases and number of years considered in these 
investigations. Further there is no specific obligation in the AoS regarding period 
of investigation and its breakdown is left to the discretion of the investigating 
authority which is also in conformity with US-Line Pipe case. 


20 The applicant claimed that Imports "increased" in the recent past, but not 
necessarily be increasing up to the end of the period of investigation at the same 
rate, 'flie petitioner submits that the data of the recent past cannot be seen in 
isoiaiion as has been argued by the opposition. Also in the present case, the 
increase in imports has to be determined in the light of the existing anti- 
duiaplng duties. There has been a sudden, sharp and significant increase in 
iiiipoAs of the subject goods during the injury period in spite of anti-dumping 
duties Ui force. 


.IL f iere has been a decline in imports in the year 2008-09 due to anti-dumping 
duty ir posed on imports fiorn China and Korea. This decline was temporary in 
nature md the imports once again started increasing at a higher pace in the 
: ubsequeiit years. 

22. lb-ore aiC two important unforeseeable events that led to the increase in 
imports. They are (a) Special Relationship between KKPC' and Sinorgehem and 
(b) Recession ir- the global market leading to sighificant drop in demand for the 
p odact in developed countries and China 

23, orca Petrochemicals (KK PC) is the sole producer of 6PPD in Korea. The 
pro-’icCcT'of 6PPD requires 4-ADPA as the penultimate stage intermediate for 
6-i. O'. I'VPC does not i'avc its own facilities for production of 4-ADPA. 
'■dr oigchcirs is one of px-aducers of Rubber Chemicals in China, engaged 
1'. n oduction of or ’y 6F’Pn and 4-ADPA. The company has been involved in a 
mycr isgt dispute over pateni issues m the U.S. for violation and use of 
piociuction technology pa:antcd by s leading Global producer {I'lexsys).On being 
prev .nted from selling in the very large U.S, market, Sinorgehem has drawn 
alternate i-iarket strategies, it is towards this end that Sinorgehem has gone 
in for some arrangen* ,ni viib KK’^C wherein Sinorgchcmi will produce and 
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supply 4-ADPA to KKPC, KKPC will produce 6PPD and will supply the same 
in the existing and new market of Sinorgchem and KKPC globally. The 
Special Relationship has been stated even in the Annual Report of KKPC for the 
year 2008-09. Sinorgchem has been selling 4-ADPA at subsidized price to 
KKPC.The price at which Sinorgchem has sold 4-ADPA in Indian market is 
higher than the price at which the company has sold to KKPC.Korea market for 
6PPD was close to 7000-8000 M.tons. About 50% of the demand in Korean 
market was being met through imports. Thus, KKPC has a domestic demand of 
about 4000 MT, Despite existing capacities far beyond this, the company went for 
further and significant expansion only because of the relationship between the two 
parties and with a view to get other global producers out of market. 

24. The special relationship is the cause of significant price difference despite of 
current anti-dumping duties on Korean goods. 

25. The recent global recession led to the significant drop in demand of the product 
in major markets (which includes China, Sinope and USA). The global market for 
tyres continues to be sluggish after the global recession, whereas the Indian 
market is quite strong. The information published by the tyre industry and its 
association is clearly indicative of the increase in demand/consumption. 
Resultantly, the Indian market is increasingly becoming lucrative to the foreign 
producers. Further, petitioner submits that there is decline in exports of tyres in 
Europe and EU markets and consequent decline in PX-13 consumption in 
third countries exporting to Europe which lead to accumulation of inventories 
with the producers. Therefore the only option left with them was to increase their 
export into markets less affected by the recession. India being one such market 
was targeted and the imports increased in huge quantities. 

26. The current enhancement in the applicable duty in force on imports from Korea 
and the revised anti-dumping duty that may be determined in the mid-term 
review by Designated Authority following the current review would still fall 
far below the injury margin in the current period of investigation. Therefore, 
the domestic industry has filed the present safeguard petition seeking imposition 
of safeguard duty only to the extent of unaddressed injury. In fact, the domestic 
industry was cautious of the situation that it was not entitled to dual remedy for 
the same injury and in order to address the aforementioned situation, the domestic 
industry on its own has clarified to the Director General (Safeguards) that the 
domestic indtistry is looking for safeguard duty only to the extent of unaddressed 
injury as a result of imposition of anti dumping duty. 

27. The petitioner submits that, the penultimate intermediate required for this 
product PX - 13 is 4 ADPA. The 4 ADPA required by Korean Manufacturer is 
sourced from China which is a Non Market Economy as classified by the 
Anti Dumping Authorities. Further the Chinese Govenunent offers various 
direct and indirect incentives to its domestic industry like Export Tax Rebates, a 
Weak Currency (RMB), etc. It may be noted for the same product PX 13, the 
ADD levied on the Chinese source is determined at Rs. 42.70/Kg whereas for 
Korea, it is determined at Rs. 10.35/Kg. The major difference on this front is 
treatment of Korea as a Market Economy despite the major input 4ADPA is being 
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sourced out of China and that the value addition from 4 ADPA to PX 13 is not 
very significant. 

28. In the recent case of Caustic Soda in India, the Director General has 
recommended for levy of Safeguard duty in addition to the Anti-dumping duty 
already in force. The Government of India accepted the recommendation and 
imposed Safeguard dutv along with the Anti-dumping duty .Hence it is wrong to 
say that both duty can not be levied. 

29. The petitioner submits that domestic industry is legally justified in filing the 
present application. WTO laws also permits the same. No violation of either 
domestic or international law has been pointed out by the interested parties. The 
petitioner refers and relies on the reply of European Union to the issues raised by 
China on dual remedy (G/SG/Q2/EEC/4) which is as follows: 

-The EU received requests for a safeguard investigation, as 
well as an anti-dumping and an anti-subsidy proceeding. In all 
three cases, the requisite conditions for the initiation of the 
cases were met. Indeed, as far as the safeguard investigation 
is concerned, an analysis of the evidence submitted by Belgium 
in its request for safeguard measures indicated that there was a 
sudden, recent and sharp increase in imports and that this 
increase caused serious injury. 

30. The petitioner claimed confidentiality as per Rule 7 of Safeguard Rules 1997 
on factual information relating to product under consideration alone, such as 
capacity, production, sales volumes (domestic & exports), inventories, costs, 
prices, profit/loss, market share, etc. Petitioner has not claimed confidentiality on 
any information that is contained in the annual report, or information that the 
petitioner has placed in public domain. Petitioner submits that disclosure of 
actual information with regard to petitioner domestic industry can also 
jeopardize the future business in the product. The implications of disclosure of 
information that may have to be disclosed as a result of argument by the interested 
parties are-Firstly, there is only one petitioner in this case, which would mean all 
parties would know actual information about that company. Secondly, there are 
three other companies in India, competing with each other and domestic industry 
fiercely in the Indian market, and trying their level best to know business secrets 
of other company in order to draw their future business strategy. The moment 
such information is disclosed, all these companies can derive the information 
about the other company in matter of minutes - something which they might be 
trying to know for a very long period and for which they might have even spent 
huge money and yet might be unaware. Thirdly, the moment the information is 
disclosed, each & every consumer would come to know how their 
procurement price was in the past, i.e., were they paying high or low or just & fair 
price vis-a-vis their competitors buying from the same source (which directly 
impact the competition). Fourthly, the consumers would instantly know how 
their prices are vis-a-vis cost structures of their supplier, which would directly 
impact the future price negotiation between these parties. Fifthly, the foreign 
producers would come to such huge business infonuation about the majority 
Indian Producer that they can draw clear plans for eliminating the Indian 
Producer (which is the entire intent). The information can be gold mine 
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information for a prospective Indian Producer trying to set up a plant in Tndia^ 
having no definitive information about the actual current performance of current 
producers. Sixthly, the consumers are competing in the downstream product and 
pricing to other buyers is the biggest business information for them. If so, the 
consumer would immediately get tremendous business information about its 
competitor who is otherwise a producer of one of the inputs. 

31. The petitioner contended that past cases in DG Safeguards were without such 
confidentiality because the number of applicants were more and the information 
given in the petition was already in Public domain i.e. in Annual Report of the 
applicant companies. The present case justify confidentiality as in rubber 
chemicals industry no player in the said business ever discloses product wise 
installed capacities - production, sales volume, etc. Even if one looks at the 
balance sheets (Annual Reports) of Indian competitors, viz. Lanxess India Pvt. 
Ltd., PMC Rubber Chemicals India Pvt. Ltd., one does not get any breakup 
of individual product wise capacities, sales volumes, production, etc. Even in a 
company like China Sunsine or Lanxess or Solutia Inc., one does not get product 
wise production capacity, sales volume, etc. In case of Lanxess, Solutia Inc., 
rubber chemicals get clubbed with other business. Even KKPC, rubber chemicals 
get clubbed with other business 

32. Petitioner has so far participated in three completed investigations and three 
ongoing investigations. Petitioner has not disclosed any of these information in 
their dumping petitions. Such claim of the petitioner has been 
accepted/admitted by the Designated Authority. Under the circumstances, 
disclosure of this information now in safeguard petition would seriously 
jeopardize the petitioner‘s claim before the Designated Authority on Anti¬ 
dumping. 

33. As regards Adjustment Plan at the outset, petitioner submits that the Panel in 
the Korea — Dairy Safeguard case rejected the view that Article 5.1 imposes an 
obligation to consider adjustment plans. 


34. The Indian Producers have laid down adjustment plan which focuses on a) 
Cost reduction b) Further utilization of existing production capacity c) Capacity 
expansion to cater the growing demand. 

35. The petitioner industry i.e. NOCIL is setting up another manufacturing facility 
at Dahej wherein the company intends- to produce ***MT of PX-13 at an 
estimated expenditure of Rs.***Crs. The total commitment as on 30“*-April 2011 
stands at Rs. *** Crores and the amount already spent upto 30.04.2011 is Rs. *** 
Crores. The project is slated to be commissioned fi-om March 2012 and production 
from April 2012. A certificate from Chartered Engineer has been submitted giving 
detail of the work done and to be done and certifying that it is quite possible to 
commence production from April 2012. Also a certificate from practicing cost 
accountant giving detail of the expenditure already done and committed has been 
submitted. 
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36. The expanded capacity would be sufficient to take care of present and potential 
demand of PX-13 in the Country after taking into account the production 
capacities with other Indian producers and likely growth in demand and imports of 
PX-13 against exports. 

37. The expansion would result in minimum cost saving of Rs.**'''/Kg to the 
company. The applicant submitted a certificate from practicing cost accountant in 
support of the same. Further the petitioner is hopeful of cost reduction on account 
of overhead cost once it is able to sell more material in the market. 

38. Further, this expansion would enable the company to face fair competition 
from imports. The petitioner requested safeguard duty for a period of three years 
so that it is in a position to face the import competition. 

39. The Adjustment Plan is not required to be fully operational when Safeguard 
duty is imposed. The domestic industry is required to give adjustment plan in such 
a way that if safeguard duty is imposed, the same would enable domestic industry’ 
to facilitate positive adjustment. 

40. It is relevant to point out that one of the Indian producers, M/s. Laxness is a 
multinational company having production facilities in India and outside India. The 
petitioner submitted tha^M/s. Laxness had tempbrarily suspended its production 
and in order to meet out its customers requirements it has resorted to supplies of 
the material from its production facilities outside India. If the production had not 
been suspended, the company would have produced the same quantities of subject 
goods domestically. Owing to the absence of permanence in the said arrangement, 
the imports were excluded as the inclusion would have otherwise distorted the 
data. 

41. The said manufacturer M/s Lanxess have started production as is evident from 
import of 4 ADPA by them. Import data of 4ADPA at JNPT, Nhava Sheva is 
submitted in support of the said claim. 

42. The petitioner informed that the average import of preceding years for ICD 
Ludhiana and Cochin port has been added in the import figure of 2009-10 and 
2010-11 as the same was not available. Appropriateness of the same has not been 
disputed by the interested parties at the time of oral hearing. Petitioner submits 
that these imports are required to be added in order to arrive at imports of the 
product under consideration in India during relevant period. 

43. It was argued at the time of oral hearing that the petitioner has shown 
increased imports by excluding imports made by Lanxess (and there is no 
justification in excluding these imports). It was further argued that once these 
imports are excluded, imports show a decline. Interested parties even presented 
graphs showing decline in imports. Petitioner submits that all these suWissions 
are misplaced as there is increase in import whether the data of Lanxess is 
included or excluded from the total import. 

44. The imports in relation to production has increased throughout the period from 
2000-01 to 2010-11 .Imports has also increased with reference to consumption. 
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Surge in imports is leading to injuiy to the domestic industry. Market Share of 
domestic industry steeply declined whereas that of imports steadily and steeply 
increased. Capacity utilisation of domestic industry declined. This decline in 
capacity utilisation is despite increase in demand for the product under 
consideration in the Country. 

45. Domestic industry is being forced to export its production, despite significant 
domestic demand. Such exports are not a matter of choice, but a compulsion for 
the domestic industry, driven out of continuous increased imports of the product 
in the Country. It has been argued by the opposing pa^es that it is a false case 
that the domestic industry is constrained to export. The petitioner submits that in 
the presence of sound demand in the domestic maricet, the petitioner is exporting 
the product at prices lower than what it can fetch in the domestic market in the 
normal circumstances. The only reason for these increased imports can be lower 
prices. The petitioner is unable to get demand for its products in the domestic 
market, and therefore is compelled to export the product under consideration. The 
petitioner submitted data on Korean Landed price of Import and their domestic 
sale and Export price in support of their claim. 

46. Profitability and return on investments are still lower than the levels registered 
in the past. This is despite of improvement by atleast ***% on the cost position 
over the last 4-5 yrs. 

47. Production of the domestic industry, which was increasing till 2009-10, 
declined thereafter. The domestic industry enhanced its capacities in view of 
rising demand. Even when demand for the product in the Country is significantly 
high, the domestic industry was not able to fully utilize its capacity. Further, even 
though the domestic sales increased over the injury period, the same were far 
below the production level and domestic demand. In fact, the domestic industry 
was constrained to export a very substantial part of its sales in view of its inability 
to sell more volumes in the domestic market. It is pointed out in this regard that 
exports of the domestic industry are more of a compulsion than a choice or 
preference. 

48. The fact that the petitioner has not been able to utilize its production 
capacities for the product under consideration can be seen from the data they have 
submitted on Production Hour lost since 2007-08 to 2010-1 l(upto Dec.). 

49. The landed price of imports is lower than the (a) selling price of the domestic 
industry and (b) cost of production of the domestic industry. The imports are 
signiftcantly undercutting the domestic selling prices. The price undercutting is 
resulting in price suppression or depression. 

50. Petitioner submits that the impact of increased imports shall be on 
commercialization of additional capacities being set up in India [by NOCIL and 
Merchem]. Firstly, given the surge in imports, the producers may not even find 
market for the additional capacities that are coming up. Secondly, even if the 
producers find some market, the prices are likely to be quite adverse. NOCIL 
alone is investing about Rs. *** crores. Significant investment is being made by 
Merchem. NOCIL alone will have an employment strength of more than *** 
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persons. Significant part of these investments have come from financial 
institutions. Thus, all these investments and employment are at stake due to surge 
in imports. 

51. The petitioner submitted that there is no gap in demand and supply. They 
claimed that the import under duty tree Advance Licence Scheme for use in 
export should be excluded from calculation for domestic demand. Afier 
considering the capacity available with the other Indian producer(present and 
future expansion) , inventory available with the DI there is no demand and supply 
gap. On the contrary, the DI has excess capacity than domestic demand. 

52. The domestic industry is losing sales opportimities. Consequently, production, 
capacity utilization, profits, return on investment and cash flow is not improving 
even after imposition of anti dumping duties due to continued presence of 
low price increased imports. Given the low prices offered by the foreign producers 
and significant freely disposable production capacities with foreign producers, the 
imports are surging further despite low prices offered by the domestic industry. 
Increased imports have led to increase in market share of imports and reduction in 
market share of the domestic industry. Decline in market share of the domestic 
industry has adversely impacted ’’e production and capacity utilization of the 
domestic industry. It is thus evi< 4 tnat injury to the domestic industry has been 
caused by the increased imports. 

53. Petitioner claimed that in addition to the serious injury already inflicted on 
the domestic industry, increased imports of PX-13 are threatening serious 
injury to the domestic industry. The threat of serious injury is established by the 
following factors:- 

(a) The price difference between domestic and imported product is 
too high even after considering the prevailing anti dumping 
duties. Thus, the imports continue to remain lucrative; 

(b) The foreign producers are holding significant unutilized 
capacities. Resultantly, the foreign producers are looking for 
additional markets to the extent possible; 

(c) The special arrangements between the Chinese and 
Korea producer is providing significant mileage to the Korean 
producer. The Korean producer is therefore likely to intensify its 
activities in the Indian market; 

(d) The global market for tyres continues to be sluggish after 
the global recession, whereas the Indian market is quite 
strong. The information published by the tyre rdety and its 
association is clearly indicative of the increase in 
demand/consumption. Resultantly,the Indian market is increasingly 
becoming lucrative to the foreign producers. 
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54 . Imposition of Safeguard duty is in Public interest. The PUI does not constitute 
a major cost element for the consumers. Majority consumption of 6--PPD is by 
tyre industry. Costs on account of 6-PPD constitutes below 1% of the price of 
tyre industry. In any case, there is no basis for a presumption that NOCIL will 
increase its prices as a result and to the extent of safeguard duty. NOCIL is only 
looking for ^ditional market from the consumers. In the instant case, imposition 
of safeguard duty would be in public interests for the following reasons. 

55. 6-PPD constitutes a major product for the producers of this product. Presence 
of domestic industry has kept the prices to reasonable levels. The intention of the 
Korean and in turn Chinese producer is to eliminate production of the product in 
India and then charge high prices. Should the domestic industry survive, benefit 
of the same will come to the consumers. 

56. Fresh investment of about Rs. *** crores is being made by NOCIL alone. 
Significant investment is being made by Merchem as well. Majority of these 
investments are from financial institutions. The surge in imports is clearly likely 
to have serious impact on these public ftmds. NOCIL alone has employment of 
more than *** persons. This employment is clearly at stake if the domestic 
producers do not survive. 


Submission of Merchem Ltd (Domestic Producers) 

57 . The company is in Rubber Chemical manufacturing and have capacity of *■"* 
MT. They are going to enhance the capacity to ***MT and the production of 
expanded capacity is expected from July 2011. The expansion would create 
employment of * * * person. 

58. The company strongly supports the imposition of safeguard duty on the PUI. 

59. The import of PUI has shown an increasing trend. The increased import at 
price much below the production cost is causing serious injury and is threatening 
to cause serious injury. 

60. The cost of production of 6-PPD (Ref: standard input output norm SI. No. 
A1412) is approx. Rs. ***/kg. but the imports are taking place at price 
US$3.30/kg(Rs. 148/kg). 

61. The increased imports at low price has caused price depression and prevented 
price increase of the PUI in domestic market. 

62. The increased import has made impossible to retain customers due to unviable 
price. The major producers of 6 PPD in developed countries are dumping their 
surplus quantities into India. 

63. The imports have affected our profitability and operations very severely. This 
will further adversely impact our cash flow, growth opportunity etc. If the 
safeguard measure is not taken our plants will go in loss and would eventually be 
forced to close down. 
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VIEWS OF EXPORTING NATIONS 
Views of European Commission 

64. On the basis of information provided in the application, prima facie there 
appears to be no serious injury or even threat thereof as required by Article 4.1(b) 
of the WTC^Safeguard Agreement (WTO SA). 

65. The most recent data on imports given in the application is incomplete as per 
the claim of applicant that several ICDs could not make them available due to 
migrations of their databases. The same is required to be verified. 

66. The petitioner is unable to identify unforeseen developments. As per Article 
XIX of the G.ATT, Safeguard .measures should only be taken in exceptional 
circumstances. 

67. No “critical circumstance" exists as required by Article 6 of the WTO 
jusiifydng the imposition of provisional measures. 

68. The imports from several countries were already under Anti Dumping duties 
in 2005 and 2008 and that these measures are currently under review (sunset and 
m, lie: n review) and any double remedy should be excluded. 

The increase in imports is not recent, sharp, and significant enough and there is 
no unforeseen developments. As per application, the imports in the most recent 
period increased by only 2% (from 8834 in 2009 to 9043 in 2010) which is not a 
shart5 and significant increase in imports. 

70 Mo serious injury or riueat thereof. Capacity and production increased 
• onsiderably between 70('7-08 and 2009-10. During the same period, production 
and sales increased significantly. 

71. No causal linl; betwe rn increased imports and the impairment in the position 
of industry. Negative etfccts produced by other factors having a bearing on the 
situation of the petitioner ^diould not be attributed to imports. 

' lews of Arab Republic of Kgypt 

72. As there is no Egyptian exports of the subject goods ( PX-13), therefore, as per 
Article 9.1 of the Agreement on Safeguards, any safeguards measures that may be 
imposed on imports of PX- i 3, should exclude Egypt. 

Views of the Republic Korea 

V h I .able jeopardy resuiiing from the simultaneous imposition of anti-dumping 
ai d safeguards duties. T-v Korean companies that arc exporting PX-13 have 
aiicady been iinpo.sed and dvimping duties by Government of India since October, 
.2008. Furthermoie, in Julv, 2010, the Indian anti-dumping authorties launched a 
ruid-term review t the request of its domestic industry'. 
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74. As per Article 4 of the WTO Safeguard Agreement, in determining whether 
serious injury or threat is present, investigating authorities are to evaluate all 
relevant factors having a beiuing on the condition of the industry, and are not to 
attribute to import injury caused by other factors. 

75. No injury to domestic industry. As per the data in the petition filed by 
applicant, taking year 2006-07 as the base year, the production has increased from 
100 to 161.15; capacity utilization from 100 to 112.20; domestic sales have 
doubled and profits have more than trebled i.e. profits have increased from 100 to 
325. 

76. No unforeseen developments and import increase was not ‘recent, sudden, 
sharp and significant. 


Views of the Exporters 

Views of Jiangsu Sinoi^chem Technology Co. Ltd, China PR 

77. Application for the initiation of safeguard investigation is without factual and 
legal basis. The investigating authority has not carried out due scrutiny of the 
application before the same was initiated. 

78. The Indian Anti Dumping Authority had already initiated and imposed Anti¬ 
dumping Investigation on the subject product before the current safeguard 
investigation and Anti Dumping Duty is in place on almost all sources. 

79. The Domestic Industry in India has always, by one way or the other, been 
protected by the Government of India in the past. The Domestic Industry in India 
is in a habit of seeking protection by way of trade barriers from the Government 
of India even though the same are not justified. 

80. Deliberately details of imports from USA have been deleted from the 

information submitted to DG (Safeguards) to show increase in imports during the 
proposed period of investigation of Safeguards investigation (April 2010 to Sept 
2010 Annualized).The trends in case of actual imports reported by Applicant 
Domestic Industry to DGAD is ___ 


Year 

Imports 
Claimed with 
DGS (Mt) 

Percentage 

Increase 

Imports 

Claimed with 
DGAD (Mt) 

Percentage, 
Increase . . 

2009-10 

8834 

100% 

9828 

100% 
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PERIOD OF 
INVESTIGATION 

9043 

102% 

9043 

92% 


(Annualised) 







81. , Trends of increase in imports during the period of investigation from 2009-10 
have shown decline and not increase as claimed by the Applicant Domestic 
Industry. 

82. Article 2.1 of AoS and Art. XIX ,l(a) of GATT 1994 requires that the increase 
in import must be recent enough, sudden enough, sharp enough and significant 
enough both in quantitative and qualitative term to cause serious injury. In India 
the data to determine the increased import provided is of most recent three years 
eg. Acetylene Black case. The 10 year period of investigation is abnormally long 
and against the practice of Safeguard. 

83. Domestic Industry may be asked to file complete and comprehensive details as 
per Domestic Industry Questionnaire and then other interested parties may be 
given opportunity by way of filing response to the Questionnaire. The DI has not 
provided information required in the said questionnaire for adjustment plan like 
Project report by Chartered Engineering firm and project cost by practicing cost 
accountant. 

84. Nothing has been submitted on Unforeseen development that lead to increased 
imports. Hence the investigation should not have been initiated. 

85. The relationship between KKPC and Sinorgchem is normal business 
relationship and is not special. Sinorgchem has never sold 4ADPA to KKPC at 
low price but at a profitable market price. 

86. The adjustment of VAT refund rates for products from time to time is normal 
practice for many countries. The Government of China applies the VAT refund 
rates at 17% on many products and is not limited to 6PPD and this can not be 
termed as Unforeseen development. 

87. The Director’s report of DI for the year 2009-10 clearly says that there is no 
effect of recession in 2009-10. The Indian industry and global tyre industry is 
operating at their normal level. Hence claim of Unforeseen development is not 
correct. 

88. As required under the Annexure to Trade Notice No.SG/TN/1/97 dated 
6/09/97, no detailed adjustment plan has been offered by the Domestic Industry to 
the Directorate General (Safeguards) as part of their application. It is not clear 
from the Initiation Notification that what measures have been proposed by the 
Domestic Industry to adjust itself to the competition being faced due to alleged 
surge in imports. In absence of viable Adjustment plan the investigation is not 
proper as per the law. 
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89. The Domestic Industry has failed to prove objectively the alleged imports, 
absolute or relative, the alleged serious injury or threat of serious injury to the 
Domestic Industry and a causal link between increase in imports and the alleged 
serious injury or threat thereof. 

90. Main reason for decline in production, market share of the Domestic Industry 
and share of domestic producers in domestic consumption and fiill in capacity 
utilization of the Domestic Industry is mainly due to shut down of plant by one of 
the domestic producers. 

91. In line with the rulings of the Appellate Body in US-Lamb case we are of the 
opinion that the mandatory requirement has not been fulfilled and the Initiation 
Notification is grossly vitiated due to none compliance of Article 4.2(b). 

92. The ^licant failed to demonstrate the existence of causality between surge in 
iiiqx>rt and serious injury and threat of serious injury. 

Vi0wa of Kumho Petrochemical Co. Ltd., Korea 


93. The petitioner has not made out any development that was unforeseen which 
resulted in the increased imports of goods into India and hence the conditions 
prescribed under Article XIX: 1(a) is not fulfilled. 

94. Secondly, the petition has not brought out that the increase in imports was due 
to the effect of obligations undertaken by India under GATT, including tariff 
concessions. Merely because India is a member of WTO and has undertaken some 
obligations under GATT, one cannot presume that the increase in imports in the 
subject goods was due to the effect of those generic obligations undertaken under 
WTO. 

95. Application should be referred to DGAD as the domestic industry has claimed 
before the DGAD that dumping was causing material injury to them. At the same 
time, the domestic industry has claimed before the DG (SGD) that increased 
imports was causing serious injury to them. In such situations, what shall be done 
according to the law is the question to be answered in this case. 

96. In this case, it may be seen that close to 97% of the imports are coming only 
from dumped sources or countries that have been found to be dumping the goods 
into India by DGAD. Rightfully, antidumping duties are already in places against 
almost ail coimtries that export the subject goods to India. Since the antidumping 
duty has already been put in place and the existing duties are under review, diere 
is no warrant for the DG(SGD) to initiate one more set of investigation to see 
whether safeguard duty is required to be levied. Only to prevent such situations, 
the rules provide that the DG(SGD) shall forward the application to the DG(AD) 
as the goods are dumped. 


97. Import data has been manipulated. Though the petitioner has included the 
imports made by the Lanxess(the other domestic producer in their petition before 
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the DGAD), however, they have excluded such import without any legal basis to 
place on record manipulated figures to get imdue advantages. 

98. Initiation of the proceedings by the Authority is in gross violation of the 
provisions of Rule 5. It is mandatory for the Domestic Industry to submit a 
statement on the efforts being taken to meet the import competition. 
Understanding the extraordinary nature of safeguard measure and the obligation of 
the Domestic Industry to establish the efforts taken by it to adjust to global 
competition, the DG has prescribed the Questionnaire Format for Domestic 
Industry requiring them in section IV to provide ‘Information on Adjustment 
Plan’. However, the Petitioner has not filed Ae questionnaire till date. 

99. There is no increased imports as is evident from the data bt-Iow;- 


o 

CO z 

_ 

Year 

Import of 
subject 

goods (MT) 

Increase in 

imports (MT 

Increase in 

imports {%) 

1 

2009-10 

8,834 



2 

2010-11-April 

4,533 

209 

2.37 


to September 





2010-11- 

9043 




annualised 





100. It is clearly evident that the increase in import of the subject goods during the 


first half of 2010-11 is a mere 289 Tones or 2.37% on an annualized basis. Thus, 


there was no significant increase in imports. 

101. While all the other injury' parameters like fall in production, capacity 
utilisation etc. have been considered for M/s NOCIL Ltd alone, the fall in market 
share has been considered for all the producers put together. 

102. Safeguard measure is an emergency device designed to relieve a domestic 
industry of an acute injury caused by radical increase in imports. Gradual or even 
sporadic increase in imports over a long period of time is unlikely to put a 
domestic industry in a situation that justifies an emergency remedy like safeguard 
duty. 
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103. Increase from 5655 MT in 2004-05 to 9066 MX in 2010-11 representing an 
increase of 60%, even if considered significant, has h^pened over a period of 7 
years and hence is not recent enough. Increase in imports fit)m 8834 MT in 2009- 
10 to 9066 MT in 2010-11 represents a mere 2.62% increase and hence is not 
significant enough. The increase is definitely not sharp enough or sudden enough 
or significant enough. 

104. A close examination of the following injury data reveals that there is no injury 


to the Domestic Industry. 


s. 

No. 

Particulars 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

(Annualised) 

Change in 
2010-11 
compared to 

2007-09 

1 

Installed 

capacity 

258 

258 

274 

274 

6% 


Production 

235 

238 


253 

8% 

3 

Domestic 

sales 

volume 

122 

117 

174 

177 

45% 

4 


441 

474 

418 

282 

-36% 

5 

Cost of 
sale 

107 

137 

122 

124 

25% 

6 

Selling 

Price 

96 

132 

121 

120 

1 

1 

25% 

7 

Profit/Loss 
per Kg 

-5 

89 

106 

88 

1860% 

8 

Profit as a 
% of selling 

price 

-1 

56 

63 

52 

5300% 

9 


24 

110 

1871 

CM 

<D 

575% 

10 

ROCE 

-1 

83 

95 

76 

7700% 

11 

Wages 

74 

71 

97 

107 

45% 
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105. Capacity has increased from 100 in 2000-01 to 274 in 2010-11. Even if we 
consider the performance during the last four years, capacity has increased finm 
258 in 2007-08 to 274 during 2010-11 - an increase of 6%. Production has 
increased by 2.53 times during the past decade. More specifically, production 
increased from 235 in 2007-08 to 253 in 2010-11 - an increase of 8%. Capacity 
utilisation has been maintained at around 91%-92% despite significant capacity 
additions. Domestic sales have increased from 122 in 2007-08 to 177 in 2010-11 - 
an increase of 45%. 

106. Only export volume recorded a fall of 36% in 2010-11 as compared to 2007- 
08, which could be the only cause for injury suffered by the Domestic Industry. 

107. Cost of sales increased from 107 in 2007-08 to 124 in 2010-11 as compared 
to the increase in selling price from 96 to 120 during the same period. Thus, while 
cost of sale increased by 17 basis points, selling price increased by 24 basis points. 

108. From a loss of (5) in 2007-08, the domestic industry has achieved a profit of 
88 during 2010-11 recording an increase of 93 basis points. ROCE has increased 


from (-1) to 76 during the said period. 


109. The above data presented by the petitioner in the application does not show 
any evidence of‘serious injury’ suffered by them due to increased imports. On the 
contrary, the domestic industry has grown from strength to strength in the last 4 
years. 

110. The goods subject to safeguard investigation are used in manufacture of tyres, 
which is one of the primary requirements of automobile industry. The automobile 
industry is facing serious competition from import of tyres. If a safeguard duty is 
imposed on the import of 6 PPD, the prices of the tyres in the the domestic market 
would increase. This would lead to a situation in which imported tyres would be 
more competitive as. compared to the domestically produced tyres. It will be 
detrimental to the interest of tyre manufacturers as well as automobile 
manufacturers and ultimately costly to the common man. 

111. In the absence of feasible adjustment plan provided by Domestic Industry, the 
authority cannot impose safeguard duty. In the final finding of White/ yellow 
phosphorous case the Director General did not recommend Safeguard duty even 
after ascertaining material injury caused by increased imports because the DI in 
the Adjustment plan did not establish that it would be in position to compete with 
international competition. The said order was held by Hon’ble High Court and 
Supreme Court of India. 

112. Though this may be permissible interpretation of Art. 5.1 of AoS that there is 
no obligation on part of investigating authority to consider adjustment plan but 
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Rule 5 of Safeguard Rules 1997 specifically provide for Adjustment plw,llie 
dome^c law regarding Adjustment Plan should prevail over international law. 

113. The domestic industry is not interested in their expansion at Dahej In Gujrat 
as stated in the Adjustment plan. They have invested only 10% of the project 
miohey even after three years as is evident fiom their Chairman’s statemeiit in the 
shareholder meeting available in public domain. 

114. The claim of D1 for Safeguard duty as difference between injury margin and 
Anti dumping duty has no legal basis. Art. 11.1 of ADA provides levy of anti 
duinping duty to the extent necessary to counteract dumping. Art. 5.1 of AoS 
authorize levy of Safeguard measure to prevent injury and facilitate adjustment. 
Hence under AoS it is not necessary to impose Safeguard duty equal to the injury 
margiD. 

115. KPC has entered into a contract with Sinorgchem China for uninterrupted 
supply of 4-ADPA , a raw material of 6-PPD. This contract cannot be termed as 
special relationship. Both KKPC and Sinorgchem compete with each other in 
l^obal market. The increase import has nothing to do with the above long time 
contract of the two companies. 

ii-l lbi The Chinese supplier is exporting 4ADPA to KKPC at lower price than to 
h«fia.”’The KKPC is getting preferential pricing because of bulk order and 
longtime contract. It has nothing to do vdth unforeseen development. 

T17; The capacity of KKPC in excess to domestic demand has nothing to do wth 

118. The price variation between different countries will always existl Also only 

Korean price is compared with dpmestip selling price whereas there are significant 
import fiom odier countries. The petitioner"i^"n!R>ie-doininant in deterininiilg^the 
sale price than KPC in Indian market. - ■ 

119. The global recession caused decreased in import of 6 PPD M indid in 2008^09. 
Further the global lec^ston betwera 2007^9 has not iifipacted the petitioner as 
its sale and other injury.parameter shows increase. 

120. The DI has submitted revised injury data after addition of omitted import data 

of Cochin and Ludhiana port. Howevervi mm ^inclusion of certain import can not 
alter or vary the injury suffered by Ae DI like cash profit investment etc. The 
revised injury data should not be aiterttuned by the authority ad ttiO^same sufferes 
fiom serious inherent errors and mi»e|nescnWions. Further cotmfiywisigimport 
from two ports is not available. v 

121. Domestic sale and sale value has increased in 2010-11 coraparetd 2009-10. 
The profit has increased in 2008-09 and 2009-10. A slight decrease iir 2010-11 
compare to 2009-10 does not indicate serious injury. 


2092 GI/11—11 
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Views of M/s Solutia Inc., USA 

122. The domestic indu?!ir> has flouted the guidelines prescribed in Director 
General Safeguards Trade Notice dated 21 Dec 2009 regarding claiming 
confidentiality. The provisions contained in Rule 7 of Safeguard Duty Rules have 
also not been adhered to in this case. The Domestic Industry has claimed 
confidentiality even on the volume related information which does not fall in the 
category of confidential infoirmation. 

123. There is no examinatiorv'analysis either in the application or in the initiation 
notification as to how the present investigation is justified when almost all the 
imports of the subject goods ai e from countries which aje subject to anti-dumping 
investigations either sunset review or midterm reviews. 

124. The very basis lor seeking adciitional protection of safeguard duty over and 
above the anti-dumping dudes is presumptuous and contrived, lliis could not have 
formed an accurate and iiaeqaate basis for initiation of the investigation seeking 
safeguard duty up to ftdi exient of injury margin. 

125. There is no mention with respect to unforeseen ciixumstances having led to 
increase in im^KiriS ciiiier in ne application or in the initiation notification. 

126. Tirtro is complete hamic<<;v' bctw'een imports and demand pattern and thefefore 
the pattern of imports in the present case cannot be regarded as a consequence of 
unforeseen circumstances. 

127. There is an increase of merely 2.4% in imports during AprlO-Sep 10 vis a vis 
2009-10 which cannot be regarded as recent, sudden, sharp and significant enough 
to warrant any safeguard initiation. Trend of imports in last five years or earlier 
period is totally irrelevant as has been done in this case. 

128. No legal or logical given for excluding the imports by 

M/« Unxess. 

129. There are no details in the application or in the initiation notification with 
respect to imports in relation to domestic production which is a necessary 
condition for initiation and imposition of safeguard duty. 

130. The domestic industry has taken different time periods for different parameters 
as per their convenienCi^ wblSu Is illogical. 

131. Domestic industry has taken price as one of the indicators of injury in the 
application which is wrong as price and other factors are not relevant in a 
safeguard investigation. 

132. There is no causal link between the imports of the subject goods and the 
alleged serious injury. 

133. Domestic Industry has further extended the investigation period upto 
Dec.2010 which may not be allowed. 
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134. The unforeseen development cited by DI is highly localized and specific to 
specific companies and can not be used for Global Safeguard protection.Further 
global recession can not be Unforeseen development for the year 2010. 

135. The Designated authority for Antidumping has so far not disclosed whether 
the Anti dumping duty will be restricted to dumping margin or injury margin. 
There is no evidence in support of the presumption that the Anti dumping duty 
may be restricted to Dumping margin. 

136. The price and other factors are not relevant in Safeguard investigation and 
should not be brought under the phrase “under such circumstances”. 

137. In the event of revision of import data and consequently the injury djfta, the 
domestic Industry may be asked to file fresh submission and the same should to 
made available to the interested parties with 30 days time to reply. 


Views of ImportersfATMA) 

138. The surge in imports alleged by the DI does not fulfil the prerequisites of 
being sharp, recent, sudden and significant enough as is required under law. 
Further, the domestic industry has excluded imports made by Lanxess from total 
imports for inexplicable reasons. DI’s argument that imports by Lanxess on 
account of suspension of production are not injurious holds no merit. 

139. The increase in imports during 2010-11 (annualized) vis a vis preceding year is 
a meager 2.3% only which is totally insignificant and does not warrant any 
safeguard measure. 

140. In case imports made by Lanxess are included, which should have been the 
case, there is actually a decrease of 8% in the import volumes during the period 
stated above. 

141. Competent authority seems to have relied on trends in imports over a period of 
time instead of recent imports which is against the mandate under Article 2.1 of 
the AOS and Sec 8B of CTA, 75. 

142. The domestic industry is claiming three different injuries for the same product 
against three different sources (Antidumping MTR, Antidumping SSR and 
Safeguards) involving the same period of investigation. It is not clear on what 
basis does the domestic industry is arguing that Antidumping duty is not sufficient 
and is approaching the DG Safeguards for differential duty when DGAD is bound 
to determine a rate of duty which would remedy the injury to the domestic 
industry. 

143. The domestic industry has failed to adduce 2 iny evidence to show that there is 
presence of critical circumstances and unforeseen circumstances. 

144. There is no injury as per the injury parameters viz production, installed 
capacity and capacity utilization to the domestic industry in this case. Installed 
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capacity has increased by 44 % and capacity utilization has increased to 137% in 
2010 - 11 . 

145. Domestic sales have risen proportionately to the increased domestic demand, 
which shows that the domestic industry faces no competition from dumped 
imports. 

146. The prc^itability of the domestic market is evident from the fact that in first six 
months period of 2010-11, the value of domestic sales was 40% higher than the 
entire year comprising 2009-10 and profitability increased by 56% during the 
same period. 

147. Even during the years from 2001-02 and 2005-06, when imports have been 
marginal, the domestic industry preferred to export the product under 
consideration and not supply to the domestic market. Hence, the argument that DI 
is constrained to export is patently false. The DI exports more than 50% of its 
product. 

148. An investigation can maximum comprise a period jf 5-6 years but 
examination of factors over 10 years is unprecedented. 

149. The surge in import is not as has been in cases where DG Safeguard has 
recommended Safeguard duty. 

150. The DI is not able to fulfill the demand of consumers in India and hence 
import is taking place even after imposition of Antidumping duty. There is 
demand supply gap of the product in country. In 2009-10, the demand increased 
by 142% and the DI even on operating at ***% capacity is not able to fulfill the 
same. 

151. If duty free import under Advance licence is excluded for assessing demand 
supply gap then these import should also be excluded from the total import to 
assess increase import and injury analysis. 

152. The pr^ent and future capacity of Merchem is a speculative figure.Further the 
domestic sale figure of M/s Merchem is also speculative. Hence the demand - 
supply figure provided by DI should not be accepted. 

153. Apportiomnent of duty asked for by DI is not tenable as only Anti dumping 
duty imposed On import from Korea is on dumping margin. For other countries 
namely ELI, China and Taiwan it is on injury margin. Hence differential duty to 
the extent of injury will hold merit only in case of Korean import. 

154. The safeguard duty is not in public interest. Once the DI builds the additional 
capacity, the user industry will entirely be at the mercy of Domestic Producers 
which will make the Indian Tyre industry uncompetitive. 

155. 7’he DI is redirecting its exports in Indian market as the domestic Sale is more 
lucrative. This shows that the d smestic market is robust and thriving in last 6 
months. 
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156. The pixKiiiction figure for LahxeSS to ihoW ^e demand supply on 

conjuncture and should not be accepted. 

157. TheDI Annual report of2009-10 says that- 

“ Although the export market hits ^f^rtk considerably due io globed economic 
showdown, the domestic tyre market fids improyed considetably. The company 
is hopejul that given the improved dome^ic marhet, U better 

position to strengthen its domestic business presence ” 

158. The above statement is for the fact thait there is fall in export market 
prompting the DI to go for domestic sales. 

159. The adjustment Plan as proposed by DI will take shape.in 2012the eiarliest. 

TTiere is no plan of action as to how user industry .should in the 

interim within the limited resource available in the c6imtiy,v^ ^ i ^ 

Submissions on behalf of AUTndia Riibbef Industries Association , - 

160. The domestic industry is already enjoying a considerable de^ee pfaprotection 
i.e. antidumping duty on imports from EU, Chinese Taipei, China and Korea. 

161. The data submitted by the domestic industry that the present petition 1^ been 
filed purely with the ulterior motive of further countering international 
competition. It is significant to note that the domestic industry, has not been able to 
establish either present serious injury oi thr^t of serious injury. 

162. There is no caused link between the alleged serious inji^ faced by the 
Petitioners and the supposed increase in imports. 

163. The emphasis and focus of the Petitioners complaint in this case is based on 
pricing as the data does not support rapid increases in imports and thus the 
Petitioners have resorted to allegation of adverse effects on pricing to initiate a 
safeguards case. However it should be noted that the right forum for grievances 
against unfair pricing is the DGAD and not DG Safeguards. 

164. The petitioners are forum shopping by approaching the EKjAD for 
enhancement of existing antidumping duty and seeking to impose a safeguards 
duty on the same product. 

165. The user industry is already agitating the fact that there already subsists 

limited domestic capacity to supply to cater to the demand of the user industry 
before various authorities. Moreover, the fact that the domestic industry exports 
majority of its production further exacerbates the situation and curtails local 
supply of the PUC. . 

166. The investigation is against public interest as tbe user industry is already 
suffering on account of high cost of natural rubber (an alternati ve to the PUC) due 
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to international prices. TTius, any increase in the cost of the PUC shall result in 
making production unprofitable. 

Examination and Findings: 

167. I have carefully gone through the case records, the replies filed by the 
domestic producers, users/importers, exporters and exporting nations. 
Submissions made by the various parties and the issues arising there-form are 
dealt with at appropriate places in the findings below. 

Product Under Investigation:- 

168. The product imder investigation has been defined in the Notice of Initiation as 
Rubber Chemical N-1, 3-dimethyl butyl-N‘Phenyl Paraphenylenediamine, also 
known as PX-13 or 6- PPD. The other trade or brand name for it are 6C, Pilflex 
13, Sirantox 4020, Anti-oxidant 4020, Kumhonax 13, Vulconax 4020.The product 
under consideration is classified under various subheadings of customs 
classification heads 3812,3810, as well as under 2921 , 2925,2934 and 2942 (at 
six digit levels) of the Customs Tariff Act 1975. 

169. The interested parties have not raised any issue with regard to the product 
under investigation. Therefore, it is confirmed that the product under investigation 
is Rubber Chemical N-1,3 Dimethyl butyl- N’Phynyl Paraphenylenediamine also 
known as PX-13 or 6-PPD. 

170. PX-13 is produced by hydrogenation of a mixture of 4-nitrodiphenylamine and 
methyl isobutyl ketone in an autoclave at moderately high pressure in the 
presence of a noble metal catalyst. The resulting reaction mass, which contains 
unreacted ketone, by-products, etc., is filtered to remove the catalyst, which is 
then recycled. The filtrate is distilled to remove low boilers and is then flaked to 
give the finished product. The low boilers are redistilled to recover the unreacted 
ketone. Catalyst is recycled until the activity is reduced. It is then removed from 
the system. 

171. PX-13 is extensively used in treating natural rubber, synthetic rubber 
(SBR, Butadiene Rubber, Nitrile Rubber, and Carboxylated Rubber) and other 
synthetic rubber based compounds used for manufacture of various rubber 
products. The user industry are mainly the tyre manufacturer. Even the other 
industry also use the product for processing the various types of natural and 
synthetic rubbers. 

172. No differences in the production process, characteristics or end-uses between 
imported product with different brand like PX-13 etc. named in para 168 above 
and domestically produced PX-13 were identified or raised by any of the 
interested parties during the course of this investigation. Both the products have 
comparable characteristics in terms of parameters such as physical & chemical 
characteristics, manufacturing process& technology, functions & uses, product 
specifications, pricing, distribution. 


I 
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173. Therefore, it is held that domestically produced Rubber Chemical PX-13 or 
6PPD or vulconox 4020 etc falls under Ae ambit of like or directly competitive 
product in all respects to the imported Rubber Chemical PX-13 also known as 
6PPD , vulconox 4020 and that the domestically produced Rubber Chemical PX- 
13 or 6-PPD or vulconox 4020 is a like article to the imported Rubber Chemical 
PX-13 or 6-PPD( pr other names refered in para 168) wi^n the meaning of Rule 
2(e) of Safeguard Duty Rules 1997. 

Domestic Industry 

174. Section 8B(6)(b) of the Customs Tariff Act 1975 defines domestic industry as 
follows: 

(b) “Domestic industry” means producers - 

(i) as a whole of the like article or a directly competitive article in 
India; or 

(ii) whose collective output of the like article or a directly 
competitive article in India constitutes a major share of the total 
production of the said article inindia 

175. As per the records of the case, besides applicant M/s NOCIL Ltd. there are 
three other manufacturers of this product. They are M/s Lanxess Pvt India ltd. 
M/s PMC Rubber Pvt Ltd. Hooghly and M/s Merchem, Emakulam. One of the 
producer namely M/s Lanxess is a multinational company having production 
facilities in India and outside India. The production capacity of the Indian 
producers are as follows:- 

JDiAI 


Sl.No 

Name of Company 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010- 

11 (Annualised 
) 

1 

Lanxess India Pvt. Ltd 

*** 



*** 

2 

PMC Rubber 


*** 

*** 

if** 

3 

Merchem Ltd 


*** 

*** 

*** 

4 

NOCIL Ltd. (Applicant) 

*** 


♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

5 

Total Indian Production 

*** 

*** 


*** 

6 

Share NOCIL 

Above 

65% 

Above 

65% 

Above 

75% 

Above 

70% 


176. M/s Merchem Pvt. Ltd. Emakulam . through written submission supported the 
application for levy of Safeguard duty claiming that the increased low price 
import is causing serious injury and threatening to cause injury to the domestic 
manufacturers. Besides their existing manufacturing capacity and future plan M/s 
Merchem did not submit data on relevant economic parameter in detail.They did 
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not responded to the further query of the authority and also not participated in 
investigation. 

177. There is no eoncept of supporter in safeguard investigation. Hence they are not 
treated as Domestic Industry in subject investigation. 

178. It is found ttet the petitioner accounts for more than 50% of the Indian 
production of the PUI. Therefore, it is held that the applicant domestic producer 
constitute and represent the domestic industry as defines in Section 8B(6)(bXii) of 
the Customs Tariff Act 1975. 

Period of Investigation 

179. The Customs Tariff Act, 1975, the Custom Tariff (Identification and 
Assessment of Safeguard duty) Rules, 1997, the Agreement on Safeguard and the 
relevant Article XIX of GATT do not specifically define what the Period of 
Investigation should be. However the issue of period of investigation has been 
dealt in Panel findings in US-Line Pipe Case against Korea.The Panel in this case 
nded that it is up to the discretion of the investigating authority of the importing 
Memberto decide the “length of the period of investigation” and its “breakdown”: 

“We note that the Agreement contains no requirements as to how long 
the period of investigation in a safeguards investigation should be, nor how 
the period should be broken down for purposes of analysis. Thus, the period of 
i investigation and its breakdown is left to the discretion of the investigating 
authorities. 

In the case before us the period selected by the ITC was five years and six 
months, which is a period similar in length to the one used by the Argentine 
investigating authority in Argentina — Footwear Safeguard. However, we 
note that the Appellate Body, in the findings relied upon by Korea to argue the 
question of the length of the period of investigation, emphasized not 
the length of the period per se, but that there should be a focus on recent 
imports and not simply trends over the period examined. In the case of the line 
pipe investigation the ITC did not merely compare end points, or look at the 
overall trend over the period of investigation (as Argentina had done in the 
investigation at issue in Argentina — Footwear Safeguard). It analysed the 
data regarding imports on a year-to-year basis for the 5 complete years, and 
also considered whether there was an increase in interim 1999 as compared 
with interim 1998. 

We are of the view that by oosing a period of investigation that extends over 
5 years and six months, the ITC did not act inconsistently with Article 
2.1 and Article XIX. This conclusion is ba.sed on the following considerations: 
first, the Agreement contains no specific rules as to the length of the period of 
investigation; second, the period selected by the ITC allows it to focus on the 
recent imports: and third, the period selected by the ITC is sufficiently long to 
allow conclusions to be drawn regarding the existence of increased 
imports^’(paras. 7.196, 7.199 and 7.201)' 

‘ WT/DS202/R DT, 29.10,2001 Panel report in US-Line Pipe case 
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180. The Panel in the same US-Line pipe case ruled that: 

“In a safeguard investigation, the period of investigation for examination 
of the increased imports ter^ to be the same as that for the examination of the 
serious injury to the domestic industry. This contrasts-with the situation in an 
anti-dumping or countervailing duty investigation where the period for 
evaluating the existence of dumping or subsidisation is usually shorter than 
the period of investigation for a finding of materied irijtay. We are of the view 
that one of the reasons behind this difference is that, as found fy the Appellate 
Bo<fy in Argentina - Footwear Safeguard, '^the {kterminatUm of whether the 
requirement of imports "in such increased qualities" is met is hot a merely 
mathematical or techniccd determination. ” The AppeBote Body noted that 
when it comes to a determination of increased ihqwrts "the competent 
authorities cue required to consider the trends in inqx>rts over the period of 
investigation". The evaluation of trends in inqmrts, as with the evaluation of 
trends in the factors relevant for determination of serious injury to the 
domestic industry, can only be carried out over a period of time. Therefore, 
we conclude that the considerations that the Appellate Body has expressed 
with respect to the period relevant toon injury determination also cpply to an 
increased imports determination." (Para 7.209f 

181. From the above it is clear that neither the domestic laws on Safeguard nor 
Agreement on Safeguard and Art. XIX of GATT provides specific guidelines on 
the period of investigation. The relevant investigation period should be 
sufficiently long to allow conclusion to be drawn on increased import and serious 
injury and it should not only end in the very recent past but the investigation 
period should be the recent past. 

182. The applicant in this case submitted import and injury data from 2000-01 to 
2010-1 l(Sep. 2010) contending that longer period is required to be taken in this 
case because of long dumping history of the PUI . The Notice of Initiation was 
issued with import and injury data submitted by applicant from 2000-01 to 2010- 
2011(upto Sep.2010). Subsequently, the applicant submitted figure from October 
to December 2010. The additional information of 3 months was made available to 
all concerned and kept in the Public File as required under Rule 6(7) of Safeguard 
Rules 1997. 

183. The interested parties claimed that the period is too long and relatively shorter 
and meaningful period should be taken for investigation. They contended that 
even past precedence is also not of more than 6 years and hence for meaningful 
analysis shorter period may be taken. 

184. Considering the long History of Dumping of the PUI, Levy of Antidumping 
Duty since 2005 and that the period selected should be sufficiently long to allow 
conclusion to be drawn regarding existence of increased imports and to neutralize 
the effect of seasonal variation longer sample size i.e. Annual Data has been 
considered from F.Y. 2005-06 to 2010-11 (Upto December). 


^ WT/DS202/R DT. 29/10/2001 panel report in US -Line Pipe case 
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Source of Information 

185. The product under investigation is imported into tndit* 'iiider various heading 
and sub heading of Customs TarirT Act 1975(refer port- 168).The Safeguard 
investigation was initiated, on the basis of import data of IBIS submitted by the 
applicant domestic industry. The transaction wise import data containing 
description of the product, was made available to the other interested parties. 
None of the interested parties have questioned the correctness of the transaction 
wise import data except for exclusion of certain quantityd 154MT) in the F.Y. 
2009-2010 from a parheuiar country and for taking average import for ICD 
Ludhiana, Cochin for the F. Y. 2009-10 and the 2010-1 Uupto dec.) submitted by 
DI. They requested author iiy to ascertain the actual impos t at these two ports and 
to arrive at the correct import figure. Accordingly, ths; transaction wise import 
data was procured from the Custom authorities of above two ports and kept in the 
Public File. 

186. The submissions oj ad concerned were taken into account. The IBIS 
transaction wise import d ua submitted by tlie petitioner including the transaction 
wise data procured hons U 'D Ludhiana and Cochin whk h were not included in 
IBIS data witn ‘eviser- ngwe of import volume were placed in Public File with 
related revised data of economic parameters like total demand, share of import in 
total demand etc., for verification by all concerned and comments as per Rule 6(7) 
of Safeguard Rules The con^piled iransac^mn wise imptn data was considered for 
assessment of increased import in the investigation. 

187. The other economic parameters relating to the ptiilioner submitted with 
application and during investigation have been verified to ♦he extent necessary and 
the non confidential version of verification report was jiiaced in Public file for all 
concerned. Further, the data on various economic parameters like production, 
sales, capacity and utilization and inventory duly vciitied with the record of 
Central Excise Authority, an office of Central Govemmeni. has been considered 
-The analysis of data has been done primarily in relation to domestic industry 
only. However in order to analyse the market share of im.ports, the data of other 
industry provided by the Domestic Industry and ascertained from concerned 
Central Excise has been referred to. Further the import data available at the 
website of KITA and information available at the w'ebsite of ATMA have been 
referred. The cost data duly certified by the practicing Chartered Accountant has 
been considered. If any other information is used the source is rnentioned with the 
information. 

Confidentiality of Information submitted 

188. The Dl has provided information on confidential basis and sought 
confidentiality on the information /data submitted, i'he DI provided non 
confidential version of ail submission including the application for safeguard 
measure as per the provisions of Safeguard Rules !997 and Trade Notice No. 
SG/TN/1/97 dt. 06.09.1997. Further the Dl has submated reasons for seeking 
confidentiality at the time of filing the application, and also post hearing written 
submission which has been discussed in para 30 to 32 of this findings. 
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189. The other interested parties like exporters and User/Importers have also 
requested for confidentiality of information and have submitted the confidential 
and non confidential version of all submissions. However they objected to the 
excessive confidentiality claimed by the DI and argued that meaningful argument 
can be put forward only with actual data on economic parameters and hence the 
same should not be granted. 

190. The submission of domestic industry (para 30 to 32 of this finding) has been 
considered. Further it is seen that confidentiality has been allowed by designated 
authority of Anti Dumping in ADD investigation of identical product. It is also 
seen that all the participating industry maintains confidentiality of various 
economic parameter for the PUL 

191. Rule 7 of the Safeguards Rules and Art. 3.2 of WTO AoS provide for 
confidentiality. The petitioner is not required to disclose such information 
which is confidential information of the company, disclosure of which can cause 
serious prejudice to the business interests of the company, which is not in 
public domain and which the petitioner has not disclosed before public at large in 
the past. Accordingly confidentiality, as prayed for by DI, is granted. 

Increased Imports 

192. The legal requirement for increased import are:- 

1) Section 8B of Customs Tariff Act, 1975: Power of Central 
Government to Impose Safeguard Duty 

If the Central Government, after conducting such enquiry as it deems fit, is 
satisfied that any article is imported into India in such increased 
quantities and under such conditions so as to cause or threatening to 
cause serious injury to domestic industry, then, it may, by notification 
in the Official Gazette, impose a safeguard duty on that article. 

2) Article 2 of Safeguard Agreement: 

7. A Member may apply a safeguard measure to a product only if 
that Member has determined, pursuant to the provisions set out below, 
that such product is being imported into its territory in such 
increased quantities, absolute or relative to domestic production, and 
under such conditions as to cause or threaten to cause serious 
injury to the domestic industry that produces like or- directly 
competitive products. 

193. It has been claimed by the interested parties that the import data shows 
increase of only 2%-3% in 2010-1 l(upto Sep.lO) compare to 2009-10 and hence 
the recent increase in import is not sharp and significant. The Panel in US- Line 
Pipe case observed in a statement that the word “recent” implies a retrospective 
analysis; but that it does not imply an analysis of the conditions immediately 
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preceding the authority’s decision nor does it may imply tliat the analysis must 
focus exclusively on conditions at the very end of the period of investigation: 

“[W]e note that the Appellate Body in Argentina-Footwear Safeguard 
found that 'the phrase “is being imported’' implies that the increase in 
imports must have been sudden and recent’. According to Korea, the 
phrase 'is being imported ... in such increased quantities ’ refers to ‘the 
period immediately preceding the authority's decision ’. The word ‘recent’ 
— which was used by the Appellate Body in interpreting the phrase ‘is 
being imported’ — is defined as 'not long past; that happened, appeared, 
began to exist, or existed lately’. In other words, the word 'recent’ implies 
some form of retrospective analysis. It does not imply an analysis of the 
conditions immediately preceding the authority’s decision. Nor does it 
imply that the analysis must focus exclusively on conditions at the very end 
of the period of investigation. We consider that an analysis that compares 
the first semester of1998 with the first seme.ster of1999 is not inconsistent 
with the requirement that the increase in imports be ‘recent’.” (para. 
7.204fi 

194. In the US-Steel Safeguard case the Panel in findings uphel> by the Appellate 
Body addressed the question of how recently the imports must b.ive increased and 
stated ; 

“As the Panel in US — Line Pipe did, that Article 2.1 of the Agreement 
on Safeguards speaks of a product that ‘is being imported... in such increased 
quantities’. Thus, imports need not be increasing at the time of the 
determination; what is necessary is that imports have increased, if the 
products continue ‘being imported’ in (such) increased quantities. The Panel, 
therefore, agrees with the US — Line Pipe Panel’s view that the fact that the 
increase in imports must be ‘recent ’ does not mean that it must continue up to 
the period immediately preceding the investigating authority’s determination, 
nor up to the very end of the period of investigation. As pointed out by the 
Panel in US — Line Pipe, the most recent data must be the focus, but should 
not be considered in isolation from the data pertaining to the less recent 
portion of the period of investigation. However, as indicated by the present 
continuous ‘are being’, there is an implication that imports, in the present, 
remain at higher (i.e. increased) levels. 

Whether a decrease in imports at the end of the period of investigation, in the 
individual case, prevents a finding of increased imports in the sense of Article 
2.1 of the Agreement on Safeguards will, therefore, depend on whether, 
despite ike later decrease, a previous increase nevertheless results in the 
product (still) ‘being imported in (such) increased quantities In this 
evaluation, factors that must be taken into account are the duration and the 
degree of the decrease at the end of the relevant period of investigation, as 
well as the nature, for instance the sharpness and the extent, of the increase 
that intervened beforehand. 


^ VVT/DS202/R DT. 29.10.2001 Panel report sr. US- Line Pipe case 
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To give an extreme example, a short and very recent slight decrease would not 
detract from an overall increase if imports have increased tenfold over the 
several years beforehand. Conversely, to give an opposite extreme example, 
one could no longer talk about a product that ‘is being imported in (such) 
increased quantities or in fact in any increased quantities at all, if, at the 
time of the determination, import numbers have plummeted nearly to zero or 
to a level below any past point in the period of investigation. Extras. 10.162 
tolO.164^). 

195. In the same US-Steel Safeguards, the Appellate Body confirmed that imports 
need not be increasing at the time of determination and insisted on the 
investigating authority’s obligation to examine the trend of imports over the entire 
period of investigation: 

“We agree with the United States that Article 2.1 does not require that 
imports need to be increasing at the time of the determination. Rather, the 
plain meaning of the phrase ‘is being imported in such increased quantities ’ 
suggests merely that imports must have increased, and that the relevant 
products continue ‘being imported' in (such) increased quantities. We also do 
not believe that a decrease in imports at the end of the period of investigation 
would necessarily prevent an investigating authority from finding that, 
nevertheless, products continue to be imported ‘in such increased quantities. ” 
(para. 367)^. 

196. The table below contains the import data for period under investigation i.e. 
from 2005-06 to 2010-1 l(upto Dec.). 

TABLE-1 


SI. No. 

Financial Year 

Quantity in MT 

Increase in MT 

1. 

2005-06 

4,077 


2. 

2006-07 

5,652 

1,575 

3. 

2007-08 

6,860 

1,208 

4. 

2008-09 

5,606 

-1,254 

5 

2009-10 

10,090 

4,483 

6. 

2010-11 (Annualised) 

11,109 

^ 1,020 

7. 

2010-11(UptoDec. 2010) 

8,332 



'' WT/DS248/R DT. 11.07.2003 Panel Report in US-Steel Safeguard case 

^ WT/DS 248-54/AB/R & WT/DS 258-59/AB/R Appellate Body 
report in US- Steel Safeguard case. 
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% 



Overall increase since 2005- 

7,032 



06 




GRAPH-1 



197. The import data above shows that the import has increased by 172% in 2010- 
11 (Annualised) with reference to the base year 2005-06. The increase in 2009- 
2010 with respect to 2008-09 was of 79% and in 2010-11 with respect to previous 
year was by 10%. 

198. Intervening trend of imports: The imports increased by 39% in 06-07 compare 
to 05-06 and by 21% in 07-08 compare to preceding year. There was decrease in 
import by 18% in 2008-09 compare to 2007-08. The temporary decrease in f.y. 
2008-09 was due to levy of Anti-dumping duty on imports from Korea and China, 
the main exporting countries of the PUI. The Table below' contains data of 
Import of PUI from Korea and China. 

TABLE-2 


Financial Year 

Import from China 
(in MT) 

Import from Korea 
(in MT) 

2006-07 

1570 

3336 

2007-08 

3287 

3158 

2008-09 

1795 

2980 

2009-10 

1831 i 

6030 

2010-11 (upto Dec.) 

1258 

5328 


199. The import of PUI from Korea and China were almost equal in 2007-08. The 
total import from Korea and China decreased by 26% in 2008-09 compare to 
2007-08. The decrease from Korea was less than 5%.However there was sudden 
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and shaip surge of total import in 2009-10 compare to 2008-09 from 5606 MT to 
10,090 MT (79.98%). The Korea accounted for 3050 MT and China only 36 MT 
in the said total increase of4483 MT. The increase in import from Korea by 102% 
in F.Y. 2009-10 was despite of levy of Anti-dumping duty in F.Y. 2008-09. The 
increase continued in F.Y 2010-1 l(upto Dec.). 


200. Relative increase in import-The import in relation to Indian production is as 
below :- 


TABLE-3 


Financial Year 

Import in relation to 
production (Indexed) 

Import in relation to 
production (in %) 

2005-06 

100 

IHHt 

2006-07 

153 

*** 

2007-08 

124 

*** 

2008-09 

100 

iHtit 

2009-10 

157 

*** 

2010-11(upto Dec.) 
Annualised 

207 

*** 


201. The import has increased in relation to production and has reached maximum 
level in 2010-11.The import in relation to Indian production has increased by **% 
from base year. The import in relation to production increased by **% in 2009-10 
compare to 2008-09 and **% 2010-11 compare to 2009-10. 

202. In view of above it is held that there was increase in import in absolute and 
relative term and that the increase in import was recent enough, sudden enough 
and sharp enough. 

Unforeseen Development 

203. The Appellate Body in Argentina - Footwear (EC case) has held that the 
phrase Unforeseen Developments means the developments which were 
unexpected. ‘Unforeseen developments’ requires that the developments which led 
to a product being imported in such increased quantities and under such conditions 
as to cause or threaten to cause serious injury to domestic producers must have 
been ‘unexpected’. The Body in the same case noted a GATT panel report which 
held that the development must have been unforeseen at the time of tariff 
negotiation. The Appellate Body in Korea-Dairy case* held that unforeseen 
developments are developments not foreseen or expected when member incurred 
that obligation. 

204. The Appellate Body, in Argentina — Footwear (EC), then held that the 
requirement of “unforeseen developments” did not establish a separate 
“condition” for the imposition of safeguard measures, but described a certain set 
of “circumstances”: 


* Para 86 of Korea Dairy case Appellate Body Report Of WTO 
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205. The panel on US- Steel Safeguards concluded that the confluence of several 
events can unite to form the basis of an unforeseen development: 

“The United States argues that the robustness of the US dollar was a 
development which combined with the other developments, namely, the currency 
crises in Asia and the former USSR and the continued growth in steel demand in 
the United States’ market as other markets declined, lead to increased imports.” 

206. The petitioner has pointed out two events which constitutes unforeseen 
development namely a) Special relationship between KKPC and Sinorgchem and 
(b) recession in the global market leading to significant drop in demand for the 
product in developed countries and China. The petitioner has submitted evidences 
for the same (refer para 22 to 27 of this findings). 

207. It is noted that there is mention of special relationship with M/s Sinorgchem in 
the Annual Report of Korea Kumho for the year 2009 : 

—Our specialty chemicals business ~ the industry leader in 
6PPD production capacity -saw sales decline and price fall as 
Chinese competitors pursued a low price strategy. Shortages 
in the 4-ADPA feedstock market and restrictions on our ability to 
enter the Chinese market due to our special relationship with 
feedstock supplier Sinorgchem resulted in a lower operation rate 
that further hurt profitability. L 

208. The ADD duty @ Rs. 42.70/kg and @Rs. 10.35/kg was imposed on the goods 
imported from China and Korea respectively in f y 2008-2009’.The import data of 
Korea in the table below shows substantial increase in import of the 4ADPA, the 
pienultimate stage intermediate for 6PPD from the same F.Y. i.e. 2008-09 
onwards. 

209. The unit price of import of 4ADPA from China to Korea came down from 
US$3.54/kg in 2008-09 to US$2.68/kg. in 2009-10 which is also the year of levy 
of ADD duty at higher rate on China . The table below contains import data of 
4ADPA from China to Korea. 

TABLED 


SI. 

No. 

Financial Year 

Quantity in MT 

Rate in US$/Kg 

1 

2005-06 

10815 

3.20 

2 

2006-07 

11492 

2.57 

3 

2007-08 

15465 

2.67 

4 

2008-09 

23631 

3.54 

5 

2009-10 

23118 

2.68 

6. 

2010-11(Upto Sep.) 

13036 

2.69 


Source: Applicant from Korea Customs Data(KITA site) 


210. The unit impiort price of 4ADPA in India from EU and China is given in the 
Table below. It is seen that the import price of 4ADPA into Korea from China is 


^ Notf.No. 133/2008 Cus. dt.12.12.2003 of Government of India 
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much less than import i»ice of the same goods into India from China and EU. 
Further the increase in 4ADPA import from China into Korea was in die year of 
levy of ADD duty at higher rate on Chinese import into India i.e. in the year 2008- 
09. 

TABLE-g 


SI. 

No. 

Financial Year 

Rate /Kg in US$ 
fromEU 

Rate/KginUS$ 
from China 

1 

2006-07 

3.09 

2.85 

2 

2007-08 

3.13 

3.02 

3 

200^09 

3.83 

3.88 

4 

2009-10 

- 

2.91 

5 

2010-11(UptoSep.) 

3.10 

2.94 


SouicerlBIS data submitted by (qiplicant. 


211. It is seen that the capacity available with the KKPC is more than dw demand 
in Korea. Despite of excess capacity, the said company has gone for expansion tq> 
to *** MT d^pite of the fact that &e existing capacity was much higher than the 
total demand of Korea. The capacity was expand^ for exports market and 
additional market opportunities Will ba the requirement of the said company to 
justify the investment made. 

212. The table-2 in paragraph 198 of this finding contains import data of PUI fixim 
Korea and China into India. It is seen that after levy of ADD at higher rate on PUI 
imported from China, the imports fixim Korea increased by 3050MT (102%) and 
that from China decreased. 

213. During the worldwide recession there was decrease in demand of tyre and 
tubes in rest of the world (mainly USA, EU and China) due to crash of 
Automobile Industry. However, from the data of Tyre and Tube Production in 
India ^ it is seen that even during the worid wide recession, the production of tyre 
and tube were on increase in India. The data below shows continuous increase in 
production since 2005-06 to 2009-10. The increase in production compare to 
2005-06 is by 62% in tyre and 52% in Tube. Consequently the demand of PX-13 
increased tremendously in India as compared to the rest of the world leading to its 
increased imports into India. 

table-6 


F. Y. 

Tyre Production in 000 
Nos. 

Tube Production in 000 
Nos. 

2005-06 

66032 

53421 

2006-07 

73545 

62376 

2007-08 

81103 


2008-09 

82107. 

69733 

2009-10 

97137 

81448 


' Source: All India Tyre Manufacture Association website 
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214. The above developraents are unexpected and changed the demand supply ratio 
and caused price differ ;!nce between domestic and import goods leading to 
increase in imports. 

Serious Injury and Threat of Serious Injury 

215. Statutory framework: ' Senous mjury” means an injury causing overall 
impairment in the position cf a domestic industry;^ and “threat of serious injury” 
means a clear and imminent danger of serious injury.*® 

216. The panel in United States - Fresh Chilled or Frozen lamb Meat from 
Australia and New Zealand adsd that*': 

fVe note that in our vic’-v 3G Article 4.1(b) and 4.2(a) do not require the 
competent natioua! aatkoriiy to show that each listed injury factor is 
declining, i.e., point the direction of serious injury or threat thereof. The 
competent national Authonty is required to make its determination in the light 
of the developments ■/ in jury factors on the whole in order to determine 
whether the relevaht iridiistry's condition is facing 'significant overall 
impairment " in the indusay s conditionis imminent. fVe agree with the 
Appellate Bod\> "s statemc n in Argentina-Footwear that: 

“ It Is ofiiv vv7»/;,r . ^ overall position of the domestic industry is 
evaluated in the iji,.* of all the relevant factors having a bearing on 
a situation of that iud jstry, that it can be determined whether there is 
a significant oveniii impairement ’ in the position of the industry — 

An evaluation cf each listed factor will not necessarily have to show 
that each such factor is ‘declining’.In one case, for example, there 
may be significant decline in sale, employment and productivity that 
will show 'significant overall impairment' in the position of the 
industry, and therefore will justify a finding of serious injury. In 
another case the certain factor may not be declining but the overall 
picture nevertheless demonstrate 'significant overall impairment ‘of 
domestic industry. 

217. It is seen that- 

The Article 4.2(a) of the Agreement on Safeguard and Annexure to Rule 
8 of the Custom Tariff (Identification and Assessment of Safeguard duty) 
Rules, 1997 technically requires that certain listed factors as well as other 
relevant factors must be evaluated to determine serious injury or threat of 
serious injury. However, these provisions do not specify what such an 
evaluation must demonstrate. Any such evaluation will be different for 
different industries in different cases, depending on the facts of the p^lrticular 


’ Section 8B(6)(c) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 
Section 8B(6)(d) of the Customs l ariff Act, 1975. 


WT/DS177-178/R dt 21.12.2000 Para 7.203 of panel report in US- SG Measure on Fresh Chilled or 
Frozen Lamb Meat from New Zealand and Australia. 
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case and the situation of the industiy concerned. An evaluation of each listed 
factor not necessarily have to ^ow that each sudi factor is "declining". 
In one case, for example, there may be significant decline in sales, 
employment and productivity which will show "significant overall 
impainnent" in the position of the industry, and therefore will justify a 
finding of serious injury. In another case, a certain fiu:tor may not be 
declining, but the overall picture may nevertheless demonstrate "significant 
overall impairment" of the industry. Thus, in addition to a technical 
examination of all the listed factors and any other relevant factors, it is 
essential that the overall position of the domestic industry is evaluated, in 
light of all the relevant factors having a bearing on the situation of that 
industry.’^ 

218. Accordingly, in analyzing serious injury or threat of serious injury, all factors 
which are mentioned in the rules as well as other factors which are relevant for 
determination of serious injury or threat of serious injury, have been considered. 
No single factor has been considered as dispositive. All relevant factors within the 
context of the relevant business cycle and conditions of competition which are 
relevant to the affected industry have been considered. The determination of 
serious injury or threat of serious injury is based on evaluation of the overall 
position of the domestic industry, in light of all the relevant factors having a 
bearing on the situation of that industiy. 

219. Market Share of Domestic industry taken by increased imports: The table 
contains the share of Indian industries and Imports in the Indian market: 

TABLE-7 


Financial Year 

Share of Indian 
industry in total 
market size % 
(Indexed) 

Share of import 
in total market 
size % 

Share of DI in 
total market 
size in % 
(Indexed) 

2005-06 

100 

54.92 

100 

2006-07 

79 

64.57 

60 

2007-08 

91 

59.19 

62 

2008-09 

96 

1 56.83 

70 

2009-10 

73 

[ 67.21 

1 

1 .... 

69 

2010-1 l(upto 

Dec.) Annualised 

69 

1 

! 68.92 

6B 


Based on Para 139 of Argentina footwear Case Appellate Body Report Of WTO 
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GRAPH-2 


—Indian Industry Indexed .— Total Innpoft Indexed 



220. The table above shows that the share of Indian Industry is decreasing and that 
of import is increasing except in F.Y. 2008-09 when ADD was imposed on 
imports from Korea and China. The share of Indian Industry has come down by 
**% compare to base year and **% compare to 2008-09. The Indian industry lost 
major share in 2009-10 and 2010-11 when there was steep increase in import. The 
applicant domestic industry has lost **% share compare to base year of **% and 
has come down to **% in 2010-11. 

221. The loss of market share is attributed to increased imports. 

222. The table below contains sales by domestic industry, total demand and Sales 
as a percentage of demand. 

TABLE-8 


Indexed 


Financial Year 

Sales by Dl 

Total Demand 

Sales as % 
of demand 

2005-06 

100 

100 

100 

2006-07 

70 

118 

60 

2007-08 

97 

156 

62 

2008-09 

93 

133 

70 

2009-10 

139 

202 

69 

2010-11(uptc Dec.) 
Annualised 

143 

217 

66 
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_ GRAPH-3 

-■^Domestfc Sales Indexed Total Demand Indexed 



223. The demand of PUI has increased since 2005-06 but the sales of DI decreased. 
However with the imposition of ADD in 2008-09 the sales of DI started 
increasing in 2009-10 and 2010-11. The increase in sale is not in proportion to 
increase in domestic demand which was taken by increased imports after 2008- 
09. 

224. The table below shows the landed price of import with ADD, the DI selling 
price and the DI export price. 

TABLE-9 


Financial Year 

05-06 

06-07 

07-08 

08-09 

09-10 

10-11 

(Upto Dec.) 

Landed price of 
imports with ADD 
(Rs./Kg.) 

229.73 

192.66 



192.59 

189.84 


100 

90 


B 
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DI export 
price(lndexed) 

100 

90 

79 

110 

93 

89 


225. The data'in the table above shows that the imports after 2008-09 were taking 
place much below the DI domestic sale price and even below the DI export price. 
It is concluded that the low price increased imports has affected the sale of 
domestic industry despite of high domestic demand. 

226. Production;- The table below shows the production of the PUI on yearly basis. 
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TABLE-10 

Indexed 


SI. 

No. 

Financial Year 

Production 

Capacity(MT) 

ProductiijTi in 
MT 

1 

2005-06 

100 

100 

2 

2006-07 

104 

91 

3 

2007-08 

i 

140 

136 

4 

2008-09 1 

140 

138 

5 

2009-10 

149 


6 

2010-1 l(upto Dec.) 
Annualised 

149 

131 


227. The production of DI decreased in 2006-07 with respect to previous year 
•Thereafter the DI increased its capacity with increase in demand of PUI in 
domestic market from ***MT to ♦♦♦MT in 2009-10. However, the production of 
DI was not up to its capacity despite of high increase in demand. With continuous 
increase in import the production decreased by **% in 2010-11 compared to 
2009-10. 

228. The table below shows the capacity utilisation of PUI wu'li reference to 
demand in the domestic market. 


TABLE-n 


Financial Year 

_ 

Capacity Utilisation 
in % (Indexed) 

Demand in MT 

2005-06 

... ... 

100 

7,424 

2006-07 

88 ^ 

8,753 

2007-08 

97 

11,590 

2008-09 

^ 98 

! 

9,864 ~ 

I 

2009-10 

1 106 

! 

I 15,011 

I 

2010-11(upto Dec.) 
Annualised 

, 88 

I 16,117 


229. The capacity utilisation of DI has decreased by **% from base year and by 
**% from 2009-10 in the 2010-11 despite of increase in demand by **%.. The 
capacity utilisation of DI is showing downward trend. The decrease in capacity 
utilization despite of increase in demand is due to increased imports. 
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230. The table below contains data of the production hour lost by the Domestic 
Industry. It is seen that the DI is not able to utilise its production capacity and the 
loss of production is maximum in 2010-11. 


TABLE-12 



2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

Production Hour lost 

100 

780 

297 

947 

Production lost in MT 

100 

780 

297 

948 


231. Inventory: The table below contains the average inventory on yearly basis. 
Further the graph below is plotted taking the yearly average inventory and yearly 
production data in Indexed form. 


TABLE-13 

Indexed 


SI. 

No. 

Financial Year 

Average 

Inventory 

Production 

1 

2005-06 

100 

100 

2 

2006-07 

157 

91 

3 

2007-08 

286 

136 

4 

2008-09 

268 

138 

5 

2609-10 

298 

158 

6 

2010-11(upto Dec.) 
Annualised 

365 

131 
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GRAPH-5 



200S-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-ll(upto 

Dec.) Annualised 


232. The table above shows that the inventory of Domestic Industry is increasing 
since 2005-06. The inventory continued to increase in 2009-10 and 2010-11. The 
inventory increased by **% in 2010-11 compared to 2009-10 when there was 
decrease in production by **% in the same period. 

233. The increase in inventory is attributed to increased imports at low price. 

234. Effect of Price: The argument has been raised that price is not a relevant 
factor for consideration in safeguard investigation. At what price the imports are 
entering is not the relevant factor because it is not the urifair competition which is 
the subject matter of safeguard action but it is the competition per se offered by 
the increased imports to the domestic producers, even if it is at fair price. Only in 
this context the import price is not relevant. However when it comes to 
determination of serious injury or market disruption or threat thereof, the law 
requires an examination of change in level of sales, profitability etc. of the 
domestic producers. These factors undoubtedly depend on the prices of competing 
products and in that context import price do become relevant and require 
examination particularly to assess their affect on domestic situation and also the 
reason for increase in import. 

235. The table below contains landed price of import with ADD duty, selling price 
of Domestic Industry and the cost of sale of Domestic Industry. 


TABLE-14 


SI. 

Financial Year 

CIF Price 

Landed 

Selling 

Cost of 

No. 


of Import 

price of 
imports 
with ADD 

Price of DI 
(Indexed) 

Sales of 

Dl 

(Indexed) 






I 
















’iM ^ TTsrnr: 


IQS 


1 . 

2005-06 

198.98 

229.73 

100 

100 

2 . 

2006-07 

167.28 

192.66 

90 

■■ 

B 

2007-08 

135.55 

147.02 

82 

98 

fl 


205.66 

247.29 

113 


5. 

2009-10 

162.14 

192.59 

103 

mm 



161.98 

189.84 

103 

114 


_ GRA PH-6___ 

Landed price Qf Imports Domestic Selling IMce ' Cost of Sales 



Occ,l 


236. The annual average landing price of import with ADD (on imports from EU 
and Taiwan only) showed declining trend since 2005-06. There was correction of 
landed price of import with ADD after levy of Anti-dumping duty on imports 
from Korea and China. However, the price further deteriorated and came down 
below the 2005-06 and 2006-07 level in 2009-10 and 2010-11. This led to 
reduction in price of the domestic producers from 2009-10 onwards. 

237. The continuous depression in domestic sale price is indicator of injury being 
suffered by domestic industry as it result in loss of market share to imports. 
Imports are causing significant price undercutting despite current Anti-dumping 
duties. 

238. The cost of sale increased by Rs.***/Kg from 2005-06 to 2009-10 and the 
selling price of DI increased by only Rs. ***/Kg but the CIF import price dropped 
by Rs. 36.85/Kg and landed price of import with ADD by Rs. 37.14/Kg. Further 
in the current year 2010-11 the cost rose by Rs. ***/kg compare to 2005-06 but 
the selling price increased by only Rs.***/kg and the CIF import price declined 
by Rs. 37/kg and landed price of import with ADD by Rs. 39.89/kg. Due to 
increased import at low price the Dl is not able to increase its domestic selling 
price in proportion to increase in cost. 
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239. The difference between import price and domestic selling price is too high 
making the imports lucndve and posing continued threat of increased import. 

240. Profit / Loss: The table below contains the profit/ loss and RoCEj 


TABLE-15 


tjidexed 


Financial Year 

Profl^Oia ifi 
Rs.Kg 

RdCE in % 

2005-06 

100 

100 

2006-07 

"29 

20 

2007-06 

(3) 

(1) 

2008-09 

.. 1 

48 

47 

2009-10 

57 

53 

2010-11 (upto Dec.) 


39 


241. The jKofitability of domestic industry dropped steadily till 2007=08. It 
improved theeafter with imposition of ^ti-dumping dUfy in 2508-09 when 
imports cmne down. However the same statted deteriorating after that add the 
profit in F,Y, 2010*11 has deellfted further compared to 2009-10 and has reached 
below 2008-00 level. The domestic industry is not able to regain their profit 
margin of2005-06. 

242. The ROCE has declined upto 2007-08 and increased thereafter. However the 
same fiirfiter declined by **% in 2010-11 compared to 2009-10. 

243. The increasing priee difference between the import and domestic selling price 
is reducing the profitability of the domestic industry. 

244. Significant Global Surplus Capacity : The domestic industry submitted 
following figures fbr the capacity in excess of demand, available with the foreign 
suppliers which is causing increased imports at low price into India causing 
serious injury/threat to serious injury to the domestic manufacturers. 
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All figures are in MT 

TABLE-16 



245. The examinatioii of the data submitted by the interested parties shows that 
there is significant capacity in excess of demand with the Korean and Chinese 
supplier. Further the Korean supi^ier increased its capacity from ♦**MT to 

in 2009-10 despite of the fact that it was operating at less than its capacity 
and the total demand in Korea is much less than the existing capacity. The excess 
unutilized c{y)acity with foreign supplier is the reason for tapping or creating 
additional market for their product at price lower than the prevailing price of that 
additional market. This poses threat to the Domestic Industry in India. 

246, The clause 6(d) of section 8(B) of the Custom Tariff Act, 1975 defines ‘threat 
of Serious Injury’ to mean a clear and imminent danger of serious injury. The 
examination of various parameters above also shows that the DI is affected by 
adverse condition since 2009-10 compared to preceding year and the same further 
deteriorated in 2010-11. The applicant industry has lost on account of production, 
capacity utilization. Increase inventory. Sales realization. Profit. ROCE in 2010- 
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11 compared to 2009-10. The marginal growth in sale is much less compare to 
increase in domestic demand. Further the exportes have huge unutilized capacities 
of the PUL It is therefore observed that DI ir also suffering from threat to serious 
injury. 


Other Factor 

247. Export; Some of the interested parties have contended that the DI Exports 
more than 50% of production and the fall of export volume in export in 2010-11 
could be the possible cause of injury to the domestic industry. The table below 
contains the landed price of import with ADD, Export Price and the domestic 
selling price. 


TABLE-17 


Financial Year 

Landed price of 
import with ADD 
(Rs. Kg) 

Export Price 
(Indexed) 

Domestic Selling 
price (Indexed) 

2005-06 

229.73 

100 

100 

2006-07 

192.66 

90 

90 

2007-08 

147.02 

79 

82 

2008-09 

247.29 

110 

113 

2009-10 

192.59 

93 

103 

2010-1 l{upto 
Dec.) 

189.84 

89 

103 

1 


248. The data in table above shows that the export price of DI is always less than 
the Domestic selling price. The domestic industry has to export the goods despite 
of sound domestic demand at the price much higher than the export price. In view 
of this the export is not profitable option for the DI. The DI has to export to 
minimize losses. Hence it can not be said that the export is priority for DI. Further 
no evidence has been brought on record to show that DI has refused domestic 
supply for export by the User industry in India. 

249. However, in the injury analysis, impact of export activities have been 
excluded. Tb.e factors such as domestic sales volumes, market share, domestic 
selling prrxr, profits, etc do not have anything to do with export performance. 
Further it has been seen that production net of exports shows decline in 2010-11 
and further increase in production upto 2009-10 was much less than the increase 
in demand. Therefore, while conducting the injury analysis, adequate care has 
been taken to exclude the impact of export activities and hence, it is held that 
export performance was not a c.iuse of injury to the domestic producers. 
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250. Demand of PX-13 and capacity of Indian producers to meet domestic demand: 
Some of the interested parties have claimed t^t the cause of injury to the DI was 
not increased import as die imports were necessitated to meet the between 
domestic supply and the domestic demand. The domestic industry has claimed 
that they have enough capacity to meet the domestic demand after excluding the 
duty free imports of PUI under Advance Licence scheme. They have contended 
that the major share of increase in demand is taken by increased imports and they 
have to export the PUI at a price lower than the domestic selling price to minimiz e 
losses. The DI has submitted following data in support of their claim. 



tityin M 

[T TABLE-18 

Items 


■ 

^^8 

2008- 

09 


2010- 

11 

m 

m 

2013- 

14 

NOCIL Capacity 



*** 


jnni^n 



m 

*** 

NOCIL New 

Capacities 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

*** 


*** 


*** 

m 


Inventory/opening 

stock 


♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

*** 













*** 


♦ ♦♦ 

PMC Capacity 


m 




*** 




Lanxes Capacity 

m 

Hi 

*** 


m 



♦♦♦ 







WOfSiSM 


2741 

3289 


Total availability 


■■raa?j 

14236 


15867 

15848 

19228 

28419 

38831 

Demand 

ESI 


11095 

10053 

14572 

15691 

18123 

22110 

26974 

Surplus/Shortfall 

4144 

2936 

3141 

4105 

1295 

157 

1105 

6309 

11857 


Source:- Submission of applicants. 


251. The DI has submitted the figures in above table on the basis of their expansion 
plan at Dahej which has been submitted with the adjustment plan; maximum 
inventory as on date supported by Cost accountant certificate; capacity of other 
Indian producer as per market source and Tyre export data for calculating duty 
free import of PUI under Advance License scheme. The applicant submitted 
supporting documents/certificates including transaction wise data of Tyre export, 
sourced from Export-Import databank of Department of Commerce, for 
calculation of import of PX-13 under ALS. Further the applicant submitted that 
they have no sale for Deemed Export as is evident from their ER-1 of production. 

252. The above submission of applicant in support of their demand supply gap was 
placed in public file as per Rule 6(7) of Safeguard Rules 1997 for comments if 
any by other interested parties. The User/ Importers contended that if the import 
under ALS is excluded for assessing demand supply gap than the same should 
also be excluded from the assessment of increased imports. The user industry did 
not question the correctness of duty free import quantity of PUI submitted by 
applicant.The User industry requested to ascertain actual capacity of Lanxes and 
whether they are manufacturing PUI and not to make finding on import data of 
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intennediate i.e. 4 ADPA. The same has been ascertained from the Central 
Excise. 

253. It is seen from the submission above that there is no demand-supply gap if 
imports under ALS is deducted from domestic demand. Further, if as per the claim 
of User Industry, the given figure of Import under ALS is deducted from total 
imports, the year wise import will be 2005-06=2343MT; 2006-07=3736MT; 
2007-08=4993MT, 2008-09=3845MT; 2009-10=702 IMT and 2010-11= 8736MT. 
It shows increase in import even after deduction of duty free import under ALS. 

254. Though the DI claims that the Export of Tyres are under Advance Licence 
Scheme, transaction wise export data of Tyre submitted by them does not contain 
the export promotion scheme under which the export has taken place. Further the 
ALS holder has the choice to import raw material duty free or procure the same 
from domestic market under Advance Release Order. It may not be correct to 
exclude the submitted data of import under ALS to determine overall demand. 
However ,once the Safeguard duty is imposed the duty free import under ALS 
shall have no competition with the domestic sale . 

255. The Capacity with all Indian producers was ***MT, ***MT, ***MT, and 
***MT against the domestic demand of 7424 MT,8753 MT, 11590 MT and 
9864MT in 2005-06,06-07,07-08 and 2008-09 respectively. The applicant 
domestic Industry have achieved capacity more than ***% and other Indian 
Industry have achieved even ***% and above utilization. From the above it is 
clear that the available capacity with Indian Industry was more than domestic 
demand between 2005-06 to 2008-09. However the import increased in this 
period and the DI has to export the goods at price below the domestic sale price. 

256. The capacity with Indian industries in F.Y. 2009-10 and 2010-1 l(upto Dec. 
annualized) was ***MT and ***MT. The domestic demand in above mentioned 
years were 15011 MT and 16117 MT. The available capacity with indian industry 
was less than domestic demand in the above mention two years. However the 
domestic demand suddenly rose by 45% in 2009-10 whereas the average yearly 
rise in demand is 22% per year only. The DI and other producers have achieved 
more than **% of utilization and are capable to produce almost equal to the 
capacity. But the DI failed to achieve capacity due to import at low advantageous 
price which has taken major share of the domestic demand. In the same period, 
due to increased imports the average inventory of the applicant rose to ***MT and 
***MT. Further in 2009-10 the share of import in domestic demand has increased 
from 55.77% to 69.02% compared to preceding year 2008-09. The DI was not 
able to sell in domestic market and forced to export the PUl at a price less than the 
domestic selling price. 

257. In a situation where there is alleged demand supply gap in country the 
domestic industry would not have resorted to significant export that too at a price 
lower than the domestic sale price. The domestic industry is unable to sell its 
product in domestic market due to increased import. No evidence/allegation has 
been brought on record that consumer demanded material from DI and supplies 
were not made. 
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258. The domestic industry has significant unutilized capacities and the utilization 
has gone down to **% in 2010-11 despite of high demand. The DI is facing 
increased average inventory from ***MT in 2008-09, ♦’"♦MT in 2009-10 and 
***MT in 2010-11. In the event of demand supply gap the DI would not have 
faced such situation. The fact that domestic industry has to export at price less 
than 4oniestic sale price shows that the increase in import is not due to demand 
supply gqj. 

259. The Indian industry has sufficient capacity to meet the present domestic 
demand and the expansion plan which are under advance stage of implementation 
is sufficient to meet the future domestic demand. The increase in import is not due 
to domestic demand-supply gap. 

260. Imposition of Safeguard duty when anti-dumping duty is already in operation: 
The issue whether Safeguard Duty can be imposed vdien Anti dumping duty is 
already in place was examined. Section 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 deals 
with imposition of Anti dumping Duty not exceeding the margin of dumping. 
Section 8B deals with imposition of Safeguard duty in certain circumstances. This 
circumstances under which the two duties can be imposed are different. Further, 
the sub section (3) of Section 8B envisages imposition of a number of duties at the 
same time under the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 or under any other law for the time 
being in force. The sub section 3 reads as 

""the duty chargeable under this section shall be in addition to any 
other duty bnposed under this Act or under any other law for the time being 
in force,” 

261. Accordingly, there is no bar imposed by law on imposition of Safeguard Duty 
when Anti dumping duty is already in place. 

262. However there have been various submissions from interested parties, t^o 
have submitted against imposition of both antidumping and safeguard duty 
together. They have also submitted that imposition of ADD and Safeguard duties 
at the same time is not in public interest. The issue has been analysed. The 
antidumping duty is a trade remedy measure to counter and neutralise the ill 
effects of dumped imports through raising tariff barrier. Safeguard duty is a 
measure to protect the domestic industry from injtuious effects of increased 
imports by raising tariff barrier. Both the duties have one function in common i.e. 
neutralising injurious effect of imports, besides other functions. Therefore it is 
imperative that the safeguard duty may be imposed and continued only when the 
existing trade remedies measures, in whatever form, are not able to protect the 
domestic industry. It is also implied that the multiple protection is available only 
to the extent it is necessary. 

263. In the instant case it is a fact that imports increased with faster rate even after 
imposition of ADD in F,Y. 2008-09 . The increase in import at low price caused 
and threatened to cause serious injury. 

264. The analysis done in earlier paragraphs show that the special relationship 
between Korean and Chinese exporter coupled with high demand of PUI in India 
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at time when the demand went down in larger markets of USA, EU and China 
was responsible for increased imports. The existing tariff barrier, which included 
anti-dumping duty, was not sufficient enough to prevent permeation of imports in 
large quantity. Therefore, multiple trade remedy measures are justified to 
neutralize the injurious effects of imports. However, the prudence in use of 
multiple trade remedy measures requires that it is limited to the period and extent 
which is necessary, so that the placing of burden of safeguard duty on end users is 
justified. 


Causal Link 


GRAPH-8 



265. The performance of domestic industry shows that despite of increase in 
demand of the PUI the market share of DI has decreased and that of import has 
increased. 

266. The difference between the landed price of import and the domestic selling 
price is significant and is increasing over the year since 2005-06. 


TABLE-19 


F.Y. 

05-06 

06-07 

07-08 

08-09 

09-10 

10-11 
(upto Dec) 
Annualised 

Price difference 
between import and 
Domestic sales 
(Indexed) 

#100 

648 

2020 

456 

2114 

2228 

Volume of Import in MT 

4077 

5652 

i . 

6860 

5606 

10090 

11109 


267. It is noted that the price difference and volume of import declined in 2008-09 
(when ADD was imposed) .The price difference increased thereafter and imports 
surged further. The increase in import is in tandem with price difference between 
import price and domestic selling price. 

268. The significant price difference caused price undercutting despite of ADD. 
Consequently even when sales of DI increased, it was far less than increase in 
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demand. This caused decline in the market share of domestic industry. The decline 
in the market share of DI is therefore because of increase in imports. 

269. Less than market increase in the sales volume of domestic industry resulted in 
production of domestic industry suffering adversely. The production started 
declining in 2010-11 which is further evidenced by production hour lost and 
increase in inventory. The adverse performance on account of production is due to 
increased imports. 

270. The market share of DI decreased and imports increased. Consequently, 
inventories with domestic industry increased. Despite of increase in production 
the increase in inventory is because of increased imports. 

271. The imports are significantly undercutting the prices of domestic industry. The 
DI is unable to regulate its prices in accordance with the changes in cost of 
production. The profitability of DI is not returning back to the earlier level despite 
of ADD which is due to increased imports. 

272. The fall in capacity utilization, production, profit, profitability coincide with 
the increase in imports. It is the increased import at lower price which caused 
depression in prices in India leading to loss of profitability and profit. The 
increased import alone caused loss of market share. The increase in import is the 
cause of increase in inventory of the DI. The growth of demand in Indian market 
has been taken by the increased imports. 

273. The increase in import is the cause of serious injury and threat to serious 
injury to the Domestic Industry'. 


274. Adjustment Plan: It has been argued that the domestic industry has not 
submitted viable adjustment plan to meet the international competition. The 
petitioner submitted adjustment plan with the application and subsequent written 
submissions (para 33 to 38 of the findings). 

« 

275. It is seen that Panel in Korea- Dairy case has rejected the view that Art. 5.1 
imposes obligation to consider the adjustment plan (reference to be given). 

-liVe wish to make it clear that we do not interpret Article 5.1 
as requiring the consideration of an adjustment plan by the 
authorities ... The Panel finds no specific requirement that an 
adjustment plan as such must be requested and considered 
in the text of the Agreement on Safeguards. Although there 
are references to industry adjustment in two of its 
provisions, nothing in the text of the Agreement on 
Safeguards suggests that consideration of a specific 
adjustment plan is required before a measure can be 
adopted. Rather, we believe that the question of adjustment, 
along with the question of preventing or remedying serious 
injury, must be a part of the authorities' reasoned 
explanation of the measure it has chosen to apply. 


2092 Gl/11—15 
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NoneUieless, we note that examination of an adjustment plan, 
within the context of the application of a safeguard measure, 
would be strong evidence that the authorities considered 
whether the measure was commensurate with the objective of 
preventing or remedying serious injury and -^cUitating 
adjustments 

276. The Rule 5(2) of Safeguard Rules 1997 requires submission of a statement on 
“efforts being taken or planned to be taken or both to make positive adjustment to 
import competition''. The WTO Agreement on Safeguard provides that a member 
shall apply safeguard measure only to the extent necessary to prevent or remedy 
serious injury and facilitate adjustment. 

277. The purpose of definitive safeguard measure is to provide the domestic 
producers with a limited period of time in which to restructure so as to more 
elfectively compete with the imports.In this regard attention is invited towards 
Section 8 B (4) of CTA 75 and Rule 16(2) of Safeguard Rules 1997 which 
prohibits any possible extension of measure if there is no evidence that the 
domestic producers are adjusting. 

278. The restructuring plan submitted by the DI focuses on capacity expansion to 
cater the growing demand and cost reduction. 

279. The petitioner has submitted that they are expanding the capacity of 
production to face fair competition from imports. The expanded capacity of DI 
along with the capacity of other Indian producers will be enough to meet the 
growing demand of the product along with imports. The applicant DI is expanding 
capacity by ***MT at a cost of Rs. ***Crores An amount of Rs.***Crore has 
been committed as on 30.04.2011. Out of the said amount Rs. ***Crore has 
already been spent. The expansion work is likely to be submitted in March 2012 
and production is likely to be started from April 2012. 

280. The applicant has claimed that the expansion would result in minimum cost 
saving of Rs. ***/Kg. Further the DI is hopeful of cost reduction on account of 
overhead cost once it is able to sell more in the market. 

281. The details of the restructuring plan were called. It is seen that the claim of DI 
is well supported by Chartered Engineer Certificate on expansion and expenditure 
for new plant and practicing Cost Accountant Certificate on the cost incurred and 
the claim of cost reduction. It is noted that the Adjustment plan of company is 
reasonable and feasible. 

282. The adjustment plan has been taken into account for gradual liberlisation of 
duties. 

Public interest 

283. It has been contended by the interested parties that the safeguard measure on 
PUI is not in public interest. However evidence to substantiate the same was not 
submitted by any of the interested parties. 
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284. The Applicants have submitted that the share of PX-13 in the tyre industQ^ 
ranges between 0.71% to 1.11% and on non tyre segment is 0.5%. The fact h^ 
not been disputed by the ATMA, representing Tyre manufacturer in the current 
investigation and All India Rubber Manufacturer Association (name to be 
checked). 

285. Considering the above share and the insignificant cost of PX-13 it is noted 
that there will be no or very minimal impact of Safeguard duty on price of tyre 
and on the non tyre segment. 

286. The applicant and one other domestic industry have undertaken expansion of 
their capacities and substantial progress has already been made as discussed in 
para 279 of this finding. The applicant alone will have an employment of more 
than *** persons. Further significant part of investment has come from financial 
institution. The employment and public finance are at risk if the Indian 
manufacturer^^ not given adequate protection from increased imports. 

287. Further besides the applicant domestic industry, all other Indian producers are 
dependent on foreign producers for the penultimate intermediate 4ADPA for 
production of PUI. In the event of closing down of the applicant industry, there is 
no guarantee of timely getting 4ADPA at competitive price by other Indian 
producers. Hence the survival of applicant domestic producers is in the interest of 
the consumers. Further, the employment of more than *** persons presently 
working with the applicant is also at risk. 

288. The safeguard duty which would enable domestic industry to survive in the 
face of competition offered by increased imports is also in long term public 
interest of buyers of PUI as well as buyers of products manufactured therefrom. It 
is therefore considered that imposition of safeguard duty on PUI will be in Public 
interest. 

Developing Nation 

289. The percentage of imports from developing nations has also been examined. 
Except China who constitute 18.14% in 2009-10 and 15.09% in 2010-11 of total 
imports into India in F.Y. 09-10 and 2010-11 respectively, other developing 
nations individually have less than 3% of total imports in India. Therefore, the 
import of product under consideration originating from developing nations except 
China may not attract Safeguard Duty in terms of proviso to Section 8B of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

290. In view of the findings above, the final determination is that the increased 
imports of N 1,3-dimethyl butyl-N’Phenylenediamine (PX-13 or 6PPD) into 
India have caused serious injury and also threatened to cause serious injury to the 
domestic producers of N 1,3-dimethyl butyl-N’Phenylenediamine (PX-13 or 
6PPD) . In arriving at the amount of safeguard duty which would be adequate to 
prevent serious injury and threat of serious injury to the domestic industry and to 
facilitate positive adjustment, weighted average cost of sales at reasonable return 
on employed capital and average landed cost of import (taking basic customs 




116 


THE GA’^t'TTC of INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part II— Sec. 3(i)] 


duty, cess) have been considered. The Antidumping duty on the PUI has also been 
considered while arriving at the amount of Safeguard duty. Further, the calculated 
safeguard duty has been moderated downward to allow imports to maintain 
competition in domestic market in the interest of end users and consumers. The 
public interest has also been considered in detail. 

291. Considering the need to progressively liberalise the safeguard duty in order to 
facilitate positive adjustment by the domestic industry , it is recommended that 
safeguard duty be imposed on imports of N 1^3-dimethyl butyi- 
N’Phenylenediamine (PX-13 or 6PPD also known as 6C, Pilflex 13, Sirantox 
4020, Anti-oxidant 4020, Kumhonax 13, Vulconax 4020) falling under 
subheading 3810, 3812, as well as under 2921, 2925, 2934 and 2942 (at six digit 
levels) of the Customs Tariff Act 1975 at the rates specified below on ad-valorem 
basis for a period of two years being the minimum requirement to protect the 
domestic industry from serious injury and threat to serious injury 


SI. No. 

Period I Safeguard Duty 

1 

First Year 

30%% minus Antidumping Duty 
Payable 

2 

Second Year 

25% % minus Antidumping Duty 
Payable 


292. As the imports from developing nations except China do not exceed 3% 
individually, the import of product under consideration originating from 
developing nations except China may not attract Safeguard Duty in terms of 
proviso to Section 8B(l) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 


[F.No.D-22011/32/2010] 
1. D. MAJUMDER, Director General (Safeguards) 
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